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V debgniin writing 
1 Corruptions, of Chriftianityec/ it” will 
ably be. perceived; was to compoſe a work 
proper for th6.uſe-of all-ebriſtians,:/learns. 
dad jetted. 
lattzr, Alſb, having an extenfive object 
| before me, I fd. not give much more - 
attention to one part of the ſcheme 
than te another. On theſe; accounts: T - 
avgidtd all ungeceſſary quotatip ns from ori- 
ginal writers in the languages in Which 
they wrote, eſpecially in Greek, which 1 
hall great difficulty in getting printed i but 
1 gaye ſome paſſages that were of particular 
value, and in Latin, and diſtinctly refer- 
ed. to as many others 138: E. had: actually 
made uſe of myfelf; making u point of 
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of which I ſay any reaſon, 0 doubt. 
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Te bas happened that hitherto the 46 


article i in m r vir. The Hiflory of 


; opinions 
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ane Hen ofthe. 


een none, at firſt or N 


n n * 


it right. vo take evety method in my power 
o indie and 
bf it. With tha: view, I replied 0 


 eotifiritidtion of my otigital "poſition, vin 


ny THE FREFACE 


opinions — Gbrif, has attracted Fa | 


more particular notige o an which 


has led me pl ſtudy th ſubject indre 
than I ſhould otherwiſe have done; and 


I think it will probably engage my llaſteti- 


non dme time longer. Tnderd, as the 
queſtion is vf particular importance, I think 


promote the fulleſt difeuſſien 


Lorne reimuflts of a writer in the Monthly | 


Review, Which, Wough got in the eaſt 


affecting my principal arguteut gave , 


an opportunity ene , es Hluſtra- 


done. ni opeugart ed of ati lonig 
1. aur 2180 5 #116: 280 1 Si vary 
10 - at rp dang 2s | 
afforded me anether opportunity of re- en. 
amiming the ſubject; and the teſult, which | 
is now before the reader, has been, as 1 

think, 4 farther illuſtration and a ſtrenger 


that the belief that Chtiſt Was a mere man, 
naturally poſſeſſed of no other powers than 
bother men Have, but a diſtinguiſhed meſ- 


| Rn of God, and me chief inſtrument 


in 


& 


1 
- 
* 


fiſting both of Jews and Gentiles, ... 


—— +:Nothiog;However,.Qhall be wants, - 
 ingron.an»part;tockoep it up, ſo long as 
any dew light ſhall appear to be throwa 
upon the. queſtion in debate and after 


work on this ſubject only £ 


dence of the above important truth (for 


e the eee mes rag | 


2 ane n ber — 


in his hands for the good, of men, was the 
original faith, of the, chriſtian. ie. . 


dt boaniiaos; ud Sar Nich zit, b 855 


0 ee ee will continue, 
or ſome other 


this I intend -@ tompoſe an entire 


in as 


ſuch I cannot help conſidering it) as it 
ſhall then appear to me, with all the pro- 


pet authorities in Ihe original languages, Is 


and leave it to make whatever impreſſion 


438 mated 112 ren VII e bas; 2 755 17 
I the mean-;time, I am by no means 
ſanguine in my expectations from the 


effect of the moſt forcible on 
the,miods af. hg who dee at. preſent. | 
» By See LE 


n % e . 


prejudices in favour of 4 different one; 
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eſpecially 
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 indifpoſed"to "receives the opinion an 
contend for, in conſequence of ſtrong early... 


prejudices which have been confirmed by 
much — thinking; und converſation, | 
them be Toney did de ie .hajupyt 
for the cauſe of truth, ab well as other 
valuable purpoſes, | that man is mortal; 
and that” chile the ſpecies continues, the 
individuals go off the ſtage For other 
wiſe tlie whole ſpecies would ſoon arrive 


at its maximum in all improvemiente, a 2 


individuals n Ad, brods ont d oeh 
N E £014 Belt ref 20 102 Qt 9 Wann 1 aq} 
If any perſon ought to have »candonit _ 
for others in this reſpect, I ought z having 
had abundant experience of the difficulty 


the mind is naturally active, and the at- 
tention ist banane bar in Nate of 

inquiry. On this account, a ſhort hiſtory 
of the progreſs of-my 6wn thoughts with 
reſpect to Ges d ag "my be uſeful. 


be le £34 * E To 
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To myſelf the reflection upon it is highly 


ſo, at the e time that it ĩs not a Oe 
Humbling. - 2 cio SEM SG ann 
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Having 4 aa in the rigeſt 


prineiples of Calvinifin; and having from 
my curly years had à ſerious turn of mind, 
promoted no doubt by a weak and ſickly 


conſtitution; was very ſincere and zealous 


in my belief of the doctrine vf the trinity; 
and this continued till I was about nine- 
teen; and then I Was as much ſhocked on 
hearing of any who denied the divinity of 


Chriſt (thinking it to be nothing leſs than 
impiety and e e as any of my op- 


1 for them, 'and mot Ccerclyexeus ther. 


V's Oy $1? 4 1 od. "I 


About the age. of emi he in 


beben courſe of thedlogieal ſtudies, I 
ſaw . reaſon to change my opini 


8 8 


the ſcriptures, and though I had no bias 
on my mind ariſing from ſubſcribed oreeds, 
and bonfeſions of faith, &c. I continued in 
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Ye 
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1, and . 
became an Arian; and notwithſtanding what 
appeared to me a fair and impartial ſtudy of 
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| hints” with reſpect to it. Hut ſtill I con- 


„ ee eee, 


| (rh perfuſion dhe or EHteen ycüte; and and 
yet in that tine I Was well — : 


with Dr. Lardner, Dr. Fleming, and feveral 
other zealous Socinians, eſpecially my friend 
Mr. Graham: 'The-fitft theologica tract 
of mine (Which was on the doctrine of. 
atonement) was;piibliſhed-at- the partieulir 
Lardner: and he approving of the feheme . 
which T had then formed, of giving a 
ſhort view (which was all that I had AR, 


thought of of the progreſs of the corrup- 
tions of chriſtianity, he gave mea few 


tinuedꝭ till after his death indifpoſed to the 


Socinian hypotheſis. After this, continuing 


my ſtudy of the ſcriptures, with the help 
of his Letters on the Logos, I at length 


changed my opinion, and beeaine what is 
called a Socinian; and in this I ſee von- 
tinvally more reaſon to aequieſbe, though 
it was a long time before the arguments 


in faoouf of it did more than barely pte- 


ponderate in my mind. For the arguments 
which had the principal weight with me 
at that time, and particularly thoſe texts 
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af ſeripture 
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readers. 
— ner e 
change val Repoſitory, 

the. Theol 
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f be, My 7 

oC we 


doctrine 
confirmed. in this 
I was greatly. 


of an 
man is 
eee 
after 


mortal; 
compoſitlon, and wholly 
uniform 


immate- 
hat the doGrine of « ſeparate 
E 


enlgtion and afion 
on eee philoſophy, amd 
. 
unknown t. 


: el e e 
time as ſuch, 

chilly e - _ gre ch gras 

ratings ee induced to 

account, 


ton to 
tention to the qu 
attent 


fulleſt dif 
and, to invite the 

light, 

EVErY, 


fun 
tod ig = 

of it. This termins 

cuſſion 


ag 
dub as 
2 ot dnp 

I have 


— 
which that contig: 
on 

The reaſons 


ſeen in ay: Buge — 

founded — nee edi- 
im 

e 

lately 


« e 
8 1 5 A B eing p 
. th, . | 
a 1 


* 
„ 


: whe aK 


jaded that W | 
Valid conſequently = 
that his pre- exiſtonte, Well as that f 
other men, was a notion that had no 
foundation in reaſon of in the Teriptures ; 
and 
quence of wiſhing to trace the principal by 
cCeorruptions of chriſtisötty)n to give pars 
ticular attention to ecclefiaſtical —_ 
I eduld not help thinking but that(fince the 
doctrine of the pre- cxiſtence of Chriſt was 
not the docttine of the ferlptures, and. 
therefore could not habe been taught by 
the apoſtles) there muſt be fore i c 
the riſe and progreſs of the doctrine of the 
trinity, and ſome hiſtorical eyidence that 
unitarianiſi was the general faith of chrif. 
tians in the apoſtolical age, independent | 
of the evidence which aroſe from Fi n 1 
0 We en, nen, nne ant 
149] Mer van 


0 . fats "ol mind, a will 


eaſily perceive that 1 naturally expected to 


find, what I was previouſly well perſuaded 
was to be found'; and im time 1 collected 


much more evidence than I at firſt * 


having been gradually Ted (in bonſe-. 


gifted, conſidering the early ane 
long and univerſal” ſpread; of what 1 deem 


TW Pp TITTY 


chriſtian doctrine. Thie evidence I have 
fairly laid before the reader. He muſt | 
judge af the weight of it, anf alſo make 
whatever allowance he may think neceſſaryß 
fot my particular ſituation and prejudices. 


n 7 e * Aich 3863; ec: A152 2 


- Ham well aware that it is naturally im- 
| poſſible that the evidence I have produced 


 Sofinians ; nor are men to be convinced 
of the proper humanity of Chriſt, by ar- 
guments of this kind. They muſt begin, 
as I did, with the ſtudy of the ſcriptures z 
and whatever be the refult.of that ſtudy 


it will be impoſſible for them, let them 


be influenced in the hiſtotieal inquiry, as 

I, was, by their previous perſuaſion con- 
cerning the ſubject of it. If; however, 
they ſhould be ſo far impreſſed with; the 
hiſtorical arguments, as to think it proba- 
ble: that the chriſtian church was, in a very 


early 


ſhould: impreſs the minds of thoſe who are 
Atians or Athanafians, as it will thoſe of 


* 


- 


„ a ** 1 a, Pens 


3 3 8 find 
the doctriue of the ſeriptures, truly; inter- 
s nn rent Seti nh e ies 
Kun bt; n 216d mad: Bic! 7 "© 
| Win reſpect, to myſelf, 1. do nat kh : 
that I can do any thing more. Being per- | 
ſuaded, as I am, from the ſtudy of: the 
ſcriptures, that Chriſt is properly a man, 
I cannot ceaſe to think fo; nor can I po. 
Gbly help the influence of that, perſuaſion | 
in my hifforical reſearches, Let other 
hypotheſes as I have done on mine ; and then 
indifferent perſons, and eſpecially younger 
perſons, whoſe minds have not acquired 
the ſtiſfneſs of ours, who are turned ys 
ny W benefie from 1 it. . 


. ˙ ü 4” ATR Apo 27 Ms. * 2s 
9 £ 1 * 
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- Fla as my Fs = now: is concern- 
ws the proper humanity- of Chriſt (a per- 
ſuaſion that has been the flow growth of 
years, and the reſult of much anxious and 
patient thinking) I do not know that, in 
the courſe of my enquity, I have been un- 
der the influence of prejudice more than 
X * all 


All other men naturally are. : Adto nepiita- 
tim a mat nia di ſtinguiſh himſalf juſt 
as mach by the defence of old fyitems, ag 


neither formed any new fyſtems;” nor haue 1 
particularly diſtinguiſhed my ſelf in the des 


an Arian, andfafterwards-aSecinian; I was 


thoughts of troubling tho werld with pubs 


1 

r licatians on the ſubect. This I have been 
te de by & ſeries of overits;"of hieh I 
kad no A rege and of e ee 
r 
| 
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» The eobelages at I e Prat Os 


reſpect to the fubje& of this work, and my 


exertions in ſupport of it, are, however, 
| conftantly aſcribed! by my opponents to a 


force of prejudice and prepoſſeſfion: ſo ſtrong 


- 
— 
b as to pervert my judgment in the plaineſt of 


all caſes. Of this 1 may not be a' proper 


n judge; but analogy may be ſore" guide to 


myſelf a8 as well as to others in this eaſe. 1 
4 Now, 


A PREFAGE * 


vy the erection of new ones; but [Have | 


fenee of old ones. When I Rrſt became 


| only a convert, in coinpany with many | 
| others; and was far from having aby 


AT. 


res PRETAGE 


. 


er ee en ace Have 1 been © 


ſophy] An own, which al ways ereste 5 
& ſtronger attachment than hoe oß other 


per ſons i On the contrarx. Iwill 


to: ſay/thatiino perſon is, generzlly ul - | 
to be Jeſs: {og nor has it been imagined 


ed or ibjuted, by any prepoſſeſſion in fa, 


ies are, as apt to miſlead in philoſophical 
as in any other ſubjects. 


vour of particular theories; and ven chen 


T have always 


7} + 


ſhewn-the. greateſt readineſs to abandon any | 


hypotheſis that I have advanced, and even 
defended, while I thought it defenſible, 


the moment; I have ſuſpected it to be ill 
founded, whether the new facts that have 


refuted it were diſcovered by, myſelf. e 


others. My: friends in general haye blamed 
me for my extreme facility in this reſpe&; 
And if I may judge of myſelf by my own 
feelings, after the cloſeſt examination that 
I can give, myſelf, I am Juſt the ſame with 


| reſpe& to We oy ene een 


* . In 


0 Db” DREFAjQiE wt 
Aon the Soutſen of my life Iba ed " 
and, defended .opinions yery different from. 
thoſe which I hold at preſent. Nor, if 
may 4pÞſtioasy..a0 \Fetaining auch defending | 
. a "great! ag nm y.appas = 
nents / repreſent its why; didit bot long 290 
put a ſtop to M changes, and n 
Trinitarian, ran Arian? Let thoſe. who 
hae Eiven ſtronger proofs aaf heir minds 
being open to /conviftion than mine has 
n e ee gal: 10. 


ie if ON asi inden vun 0 5525 ib 


Lam well awaregf the nature and force of 


ex poſing myſelſ in conſequencę of weitingmy 
Hiftary f the: Corrapiions of Chriftianity,. the 
moſt valuable, I truſta of all my publicatiangy 
and eſpecially i ĩn conſequence. of the,pains | 
| that haye bern taken; to magnify and expoſe | 

| a fe inaccaracies, to which all: works off 
a ſimilar nature, have been, and even myſt 
ber ſſubject. But L. have the fulleſt par- 
ſuaſton that the real overfights in it ae 
A the ſmalleſt magnitude, and: do not at . 
all affect any; Une: poſition, or; atgument in 
mn work, as Thope to ſatisfy all candid 
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ec the docttines of murerialiun and 


ſoſten terms of f6/frightfal u ſound' nd 


n f their conſequences, 
was unſpeikably gremerthan what this buſi. & 


neſs can bring upon mea At the beginning 
of that controverſy” I tid few, very: few 
indeed, of my neareſt friends, who were 
with me in the argen. They, however, 


| who knew me, knew ny" moti ves, and ex- 


cuſed me; but the chriſtian world in 
general regarded me with the greateſt ab- 
horrence, I was'conſidered ay an unprin- 
cipled infidel, either an atheiſt, or in league 


with atheiſts. | In this light 1 was repent- 


edly exhibited in all the public papers; 
and the Monthly Review, and other Re- 


views, With all the fimilar publications of 
che day, joined in the popular cry. Bat a 
Few years have ſeen the end of it. At 


leaſt all that is left would not diſturb the 
-mereſt novice in theſe things. The <otiſs- 
: J 


Fates 6 451 to mere call and ger 


necefity, "without attempting to cr ur 


t. 
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| quence (hie 1 now enjoy) Is" 4 gtest 
inertaſe of materialiſts 1 not of 'atheiſtical 
vnes, as ſome will fill repreſent it; but of the 
moſt ſerious, che melt e e and con- 
| Gſtent chriſtians. r fits is 12 


n Balles {us L, lr FR Soy — 


preſent controverſy, unptomilng us it may 


urged. For my en part, E æruly rehvice 
in the preſent aß uf things a8 1 
Bret that much good will ariſb from the 
utkeftion hat will'by this meuns be drawn 
upon che Tubzec z and as I hope I reſpect 
HE händ of Ood in every thing, I thank 
him For leading mie into this buſineſb; as 1 
Hope to have ocraſton to thank him, ſome 
years hence, for leading me through it, 
and with as much deen as I have been 
dad through the other.” 
At OF ow ling n a e iner 0 woult 
It is, indeed, my firm, and it bn 
perfuaſlon, that there is à wiſe Providence 
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uy 


appear in the eyes of ſome, WhO are ſtruck 
with "what" is ſpeciouſly: and [confldently | 


 Werlfifling al inqulries, as well us other 
tventt. The willom of God has appeartd, 
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4 ak; ain the great 
2 who ſuperintende ings, guides L 
my pen, any more than he does that of r 
fierceſt opponont TN belieye that. 
mans our joint Ke gs 5 5 
all ho: engage in c | 
eee eee Fuſef al in — 
men to the: utmoſt exention,of: their facul- 
ties) he is promoting bis own excellent = 
purpoſes, and providing forthe, prevalences .. 
of truth, in bin bun due Hime; and in this 
general proſpect we ought all equally, to 
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11 e us, howevet, t6cqnbder, 2 
they only will be entitled to praiſe, who join 
in carrying on the deſigns of proyidence 
with right -views , tber, oon; who are 
aQuated by a real Jene ef truth, and alſo. 


* 


* 


en ee moſt effect ually ins 
ſpires- A man who” Has never changed an 


opinion, cannot have much feeling of this? 
difficulty} and therefore cannot be expected 


to habe much canddur, untefs/ his diſpoſi- 


tiom be uncommonly oxectient. ©: ought 


to have more Teqndour than many others, 


pretend to have dane, the force of thoſe 
obſtacles Which retard d'opr _ in er 
ſearch of tturk, Wer 8 f 


s en een, lib s 64% n S eie 1 


Wick muc . Hanhuittt, # Many 
| acquired, by habit, but more approaching. 


to plealing alacrity, than, to any un- 
caly apprehenhon, 1 ſhall wilt the iſſue of 55 
preſent - -controyerſy 3 freely * On | 


the 
whatever 1 Thalt be HAY to have 
vanced with” too little configeration z mo- 


deratitig” any thing on which I ſhalt appear 385 


to have laid too much ſtreſs, and "brging | 


with the greateſt freedom every new gu- 5 
ment or iltuftrition hat may 6ccur to me, 


till Iſhall have [parking of ,cooſequence;ts | 


alledge..; Alter this I. n longer 
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becauſe 1 have felt more than many ca | 
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l EN PRO AGE © Toe” 
reply to particular opponents, but con- 
tent myſelf with making ſuch correfirons 
and improvements either in my Hiſtory, or 
my intended View of ib dofirine, of: the: 
foft ages of the cbriſtian aburrb, conterning. 
the perſon of! Chriſt; as I may ſee neceſſarya 
ſubmitting every thing to the judgment of 
thoſe who may think ene | 


attention tothe ſazales end OBE 
rot to c 85 ein o: 2 
cannot conclude ade. this preface with ou 1 


cautioning our readers not to imagine that 
this is a mere trial of {kill between me and 
my opponents: It is the opening of a. ſe- 
rious and important controverly, \tendin | 
to decide whether the. chriſtian church in 
the age of the apoſtles was, unitarian e 
trinitarian; which, independently. of. = 
arguments from particular texts of ſcrip- J 
ture, will allt! us to determine whether the 
doctrine of the trinity, which has had o 
long poſſeſſion. of the minds of the, chriſtian 
world, be, a real doctrine of eee 


one of its oldeſt and worſt, corruptions. 


I with to draw out the ableſt men, both 


on "the trinitarian and the Arjan fide of the : 
= | | queſtion ; 
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qvueſtion; and I hope that I ſhall nat long be 


this place and leave me that of . 


lewd en bbw che- in a con- 
troverſy ſo Marions and extenſive. as this will 
probably be, it Mould not be imagined that 

dhe dueſtion: is abſolutely; decided When ang 
advantage is gained on either ſide. 
All, men are liable to overſights,; but a 
judicions reader will conſider the extent and 
conſequences, of an overſight, and particu- 
lam whether 31 affects, the queſtion itſelß, 
orithe nveiter; only. Wes 910m = o ytovo18 
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Eſpecially, let not perſons, who are not . - 


nete acids that hen any writen 
| gained'a, ſeeming. advantage, it ig the- 
fore a real and. final. one, but let them 1 
till, his opponent has been heard: Op t 
van even of e Chr 
many. perſons;cqnfidered it, e againſt 
me, Q is ©} no 8 
of my bar * argument, But let all 


Jure 14 b 2 perſons 


 ahaprancipa/on the properugitgriay file. My 25 


themſclves much converſant, in ecęleſiaſti- 
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| pit pens te ug ee. 
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allege farther; and Tet f Yeafotiabie thipeibe 
n en eee oval bas aa 25 


A this ue e eee e | 
ibjoitted a FH ip ef fwppHerrieh th? and 
iniſcelatievrs inutterd' ; nä efpeciy a 
Jrmmary view'of all thi SHtdctics that nde | 
hitherto beet ubde tb elle; nd war 
Viftorical eL with ek thervith 
articles tity be cbthpurtd!, adm Witty 
opponeits would talk khe fie," er An) 
Fehifar metfrad, in ordef to brilig the 66H 
troverſy to a more eaſy, n and tik 


factory termination, 
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1 have RkewWiſe eee 
writer in the 


ReviewFor September 5 
Hiſt, which vonitaing" a large artfwer'ts m 
teply to his wrmer aimaterhons. 1 
was 'ertainly impröper for & peffon wis 
aſſutties the chafGter 'bf a gui to bebomt 
Puriy in the difpute“ Wich the kitten kibrte 
chat he Nr e g ! o 
frover(y, h he onght do have left His formt 


Worn] province 
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province of reviewer to another ; and not to 
have availed himſelf of the prodigious ad- 
vantage of the cheap and immenſe circula- 
tion which the Review gave him. As Dr. 
Horſley confilers this" whiter (page 77) as 
earned in ectif/MeatSiftorpyundmay wiſh to 
have him for an A” bun got ke C Cont 
modus, throw yis-darts-Fram.a Lage 4. but 4 
he have any 'confidenes.ip, his' Ot 
(of which he ſeems to have no 
him, maſked 9 7 ee "DA 15 
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6 8 ic is my carnoſt, wiſh, that «very, ſub 
importance may be fully inveſtigated, . lam 
happy. to find that. you: have done me the. honour. to 


Alban , as you formerly: did on my Treatiſe on 


Philoſophical Neceſſity, in a Sermon. I was in hopes 


animadvert on my Hiſtory! ef tbe Cm of 
Chriſtianity, in your late Charge o-ube:Clergy, ot, St, | 


* 


that my reply to the lattet would have led yo to 


purſue the argument with me to its proper, termina · 
tion. But though I failed in my attempts to engage 
your aſſiſtance in that inquiry, I flatter myſelf chat 
ſhall be more ſucceſsful in this ; eſpecially as, by the 


temper and ſtyle of your performance, you ſeem to 
intereſt yourſelf more deeply in this ſubject, imagin- 
ing, no doubt, and e more 


ane e 8 
to my work, which own. I had not thought of 
myſelf, when you ſay to your reverend. brethren, 
p. 5, © You will eaſily conjecture that what has led 


me to theſe reflections, is the extraordinary attempt 


which has lately been made to unſettle the faith, and 


to break up the conſtitution, of every eccleſiaſtical 

« eſtabliſhment in chriſtendom. Such is the avowed 

obſelt of 4 cen 9 which bears the 
Mie N title 
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_ renſive than it is, "when you ſuppoſe me to have 
| borrowed my principal arguments from D. Zwicker. 


ſelf, he was convinced e u a e 
| originally Wh e e 1 
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| IEC you a Es or to have 
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a of 0 e ee 
among which the 


ole doctrine of CA 
ane | 15 898 O0 AF 
No 1 ſee nothing fo very extraordinary in my. | 
attempt. I have only done what has been done by _ 
every other perſon, who, has endeavoured to refute” 
the doctrine of the trinity, or any other eſſential 
article of eſtabliſhed churches. | However, as /you - 
ſeem to have taken ſo an alarm in chis 
caſe, I àm willing to hope you will exert yourſelf - 
with proportionable vigour ; ben, in your-appte- N 
henſion, it is no leſs than 20 ſave 4 falling fla. 
Before I enter upon the ſubect itſelf, I muſt endea · 
vour to ſet you n . EE 
oY ONS | 


beer it de to my 3 or "2a * 
obſerve, chat you make my reading to be more ex · 


1 


or Epiſcopius. I do aſſure you, Sit, I do not re- 

collect that I ever met with the name of Zwicker 
before I ſaw it in this publication of yours. For 
Epiſcopius I have the higheſt reverence ; and I thank 
you for informing me that, though an Arian hims | 
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Biſhop Bulls defence Ne NIN 
ſtrongly, and not mentioning” any other modern 


undervalued 


eſpecially M bitiy s Diſquiſitionet Modeſte, in anſwer 
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* firſt volume of Dr. Prieſtley's Hiltory 
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undervalued, ſeveral works. which may 8 
be very uſeful; to thoſe who wiſh to form an im- 
Judgment on the ſudject of this'controverſy ; 


to Biſhop Bull, and his Replies to M ateriand, wick 
ſeveral pieces in the Socimian Trafs, in three ſmall 


volumes 40. But I am more particularly ſurpriacd 


that, you ſhould not have mentioned Dr. Clarts 
celebrated Trratiſe on the Trinity, which is calcu- 
lated to be of the greateſt uſe to thoſe ho would 


ſtudy: this ſubject : containing all. the texts that 


relate to it, moſt advantageouſly arranged for the 


purpoſe, together with ſome very uſeful references. 
to the chriſtian fathers. There are ſeveral parts of 


that work which I would take the liberty to 
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EG 


Yew ehargo ine wich a eee faying 
p. 1837-6 is the: profeſied: objeR ef his' undes. 
taking to exhibit a view of the gradual changes 
« of opinions, in order to aſcertain the faith of 


the firſt ages. And he would aſcertain the faith 


«« of the firſt ages in order to ſettle the ſenſe of 
* the” ſcriptures in diſputed points. He is there 
fore not ac liberty to aſſume any ſenſe of the 
«* ſcriptures, which, becauſe it is his own, he 
4 may be pleaſed to call the clear ſenſe, for a proof 
nr er preg 
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„ 80 long“ you lay, e rk eee, 
%%% A 


4) Had produced no other 
church, and alſo no other proof 


I ſhould have argued in a circle. But path | 
find that L Nn . Tt doing dm. Fe 


of the primitive church, which 
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ee for! an . che de Glo- 
iſm.“ But unleſt they be provided with one 
FC 
this you have now pitched upon will not anſwer 
their purpoſe, if they be realy Ry" key * 
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proof of theunieariaiſt 
of the feri ptures, beſides" that of the 

of the unitarianiſm of 
the primitive church, heſideg that of the ſcriptures 
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ls it nat aſus! wich all . 
two things, which mutually prove each other, to 
obſerve that they do prove each other 3 and there- 
fore, that whatever evidence can be alledged for 
either of them is fully in point with reſpect to the 
other? Now this is all that I have done witk 
reſpect to the unitarianiſm of the ſcriptures, and 
prove each other; 
only chat, in my Hiſtory, Ido not profeſs to enter 
into the ſeparate proof of W OO 
the ſeriptures. 6] 11 225 e ee eee 
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This 1 chere take. e had been ſuficietiy 
done already by myſelf and others; and I therefore 


proceed to prove the unitarianiſm of the primitive 


church from independent evidence; only obſerving 
D 
07s | 8 GY  apolives 
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proper to mention it with, eee ee 
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Tinklviheve m n of argument 

againſt both the — — and the pre- exiſtence ß 

Chriſt, vie. from the docttine of the materiality of 

man, which-I preſume has been ee 


my Diſquifttions on Matter and Spirit. I maintain that 


there is no more reaſon why a man ſhould be ſup- 
poſed to have an immaterial principle within him, 


than that a. dog, 4 Plant, or a magnet, ſhould 2 
one; becauſe, in all theſe caſes, there is juſt 


the ſame difficulty in imagining any cotmerion be- 
twetn the viſible matter of which they conſiſt, and 


the inviſible powers of which they are poſſeſſed. 


If umverſal concomitancs be the foundation of all 
our reaſoning concerning cauſes and effects, the 
| brain of a man muſt be deemed. to be 


and thinking, as much as the inward ſtructure of a 
mages rammen 8 88 
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confine to all our reaſoning in philoſophy ; and 


it is- concluſive againſt the doctrine of a ſoul, 


conſequently againſt the whole ſyſtem of . 


ence. If then Peter, James, and Jahn,” had no 
P ſtake; it muſt be contrary to * 
A B 3 


r W RL EET. 
apoſtles'is Ake wie a proof of the ſame ding Be 

this I could not ſuppoſe would have any weight with 
thoſe who are trinitarians, though it was not im- 


the proper ſeat, and immediate cauſe of his. ſenſation, 


. 11 1 7 10 ; 
io ſuppoſe Jeſus to have precexiſted. Pl 
prophet, and having a power of working miracles, 
can make no juſt exception in his favour; for then 
.. md hee non 5s, : 


r e 
I think I have alſo proved i in my Di/quifitions, that 
the doctrine of a ſoul, as"a* ſubſtance diſtinct ſrom 

the body, and capable of being happy or miſerable 
when the body is in the grave, was borrowed from 
pagan philoſophy, is totally repugnant to the ſyſtem 
ol revelation, and unknown in the ſcriptures; Which 
r nogddad reemeny 
N Chriſt to judge the world. $ 3508 ax 2 
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1 1 micght-herefore We hi GG che Bak 
_ trine of Chriſt's pre-exiſtence, is contrary to reaſon, 
and was never taught by Chriſt or his apoſtles, 
it could not have been the faith of their im- 
mediate diſciples, in the firſt ages of chriſtianity. : 
This argument will have its weight with thoſe:who 
reje& the doctrine of a ſoul, and make them look 
with ſuſpicion upon any pretended proof of the 
doctrine of Chriſt's pre-exiſtence, and of its having 
been the faith of the "apoſtoica age, as well as their 
previous perſuaſion chat ſuch is not the doctrine of 
the ſcriptures. And ſince all the three poſitions are 
capable of independent proof, the urging of them 
would not have been arguing in 4 circle, but the 
adducing of Froper collateral evidence. ans 
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« perſon,” 70 fy, * 285 hl tc he dig hers 
pronoun eg) this perfon was 
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„in the beginning with Goc. All chings were 
made by him, &c.“ Whereas, / this pronoun 


may refer to any thing that is of the fame gender 


in the Greek. language, Whether ir de a perſoh or 


not; and it requires but à moderate acquaintance | 
with the New Teſtament to obſerve inffances of it 
even there; as in, Matt. VII. 12. cher er „ bel 
This is the law, and Rev. xx. 14. Ow WES: 
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L. opinion that Chriſt was truly à wan is 
« very aukwardly and upnaturally expreſſed. The. 
urn of the expreſſion. you. add,.** ſeems to d 
i the donn of 2 being he had his choice of 
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Jeb and:bload, ; Hebrews i- 4. If the word © 
coming muſk ngceſſarily mean coming {rom beaven,,. 
and>imply-aipre-exiſtent. ſtate, John the Baptiſt 
muſt have pre- exiſted: ſor our Saviour uſes that. = 
expreſſion concerning him, as well as concerning 
himſelf, Matt. xi. 18, 19, Jabn came neither eating 
vor drinkings and they. ſay. he . hath, a demon. The 
dend of Man came aaling and; drinking, Sc., It 
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may alſo he aſſerted with more certainty ſill 
concerning all the apoſtles chat they pre · exiſted 4 | 
for our Saviour, in his prayer for them, reſpects 


ing their miſſion, makes uſe. of the term, world, 
which is not found in 1 John iv, 2, Where 
he ſars, John xvii. 18. As thou}. haſt ſent me 
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"The 3 in the Goſh, in my opinion, 
refoqs very naturally to the doctrine of the Gnoſtics, 


who ſuppaſed. Chriſt to he a ſuper angelic ſpirit, 


which deſcended; from heaven, and entered into the 
body of Jeſus, The phraſe be that ſbould come, or who 
was 70: come (his coming. baving being foretold 


by the prophets) appears to have been familiar 
to the Jews, Ri note the Meſliab:: but with them” | 
it certainly did not imply any coming down from 


heayen, becauſe they had no ee 
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from that of the Ebionites. The-early writers-who | 
ſpezk of them mention them as o oppoſite berefles; 
exiſting in the ſame early period ; ſo that it is very 
improbable à priori, that the 


ſame expreſſion, 
as you'fay, p. 16, * ſhould be equally levelled at 
them both.“ Gnoſticiſm being certainly con- 
demned — — by: voy — UE" er e 
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If this apoſtle had thought as you do with reſpeR | 
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denied that Chrift was come in the fleſh," John meant 


the Gnoftics, and that by thoſe who denied that Fefits - 


was the ſon of God, he meant the Ebionites“. He. 


had no idea that the former expreſſion only could | 
include both. But as the Gnoſtics maintained that 


Feſus and tbe Chrift were different perſons, the 
having come from heaven, and being the ſon 9 


God, whereas Jeſus was the ſon of man only, 41 


expreſſion of Jeſus being the ſon of God is as directiy 


*. 11 * * left, 3 xxxiii, p. 214. 
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| « confeſs'that Jeſus Chriſt is come in the fleſh" and 


«co affirm that Jeſus Chriſt is truly a man, are pro- 
« poſitions not perfectly equivalent; Dr. Prieſtleyß 
nel very ſenſible of the dif- 

« ference. He would not el thread een it 


« neceſſary for the improvement of his argument; 


« in reciting the third verſe of the 4th chapter of St. 
John's 1ſt epiſtle, to change the exprefiion-which = 
«he found in the public tranſlation, for another 
<« which correſponds: far leſs exactly with the Greek 


text! For the words chat jeſus Chriſt is come 


iy che fleſh, Dr. Prieſtley ſubſtitutes theſe,” Jeſus | 
<« Chriſt is come of the fleſh?” Tou add afterwards, - 
He might'think-it no unwarrantable liberty to 
« correct an expreſſion, ' which, as not perfettly 


_ * correſponding! wih his own ſyſtem, he could not 


c entirely approve. It would have been but fair to 
« advertiſe his readers of ſo 
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miſtake, ſhould have given you all this trouble in 
conſulting MSS. & c. I do aſſure you I had no 


| knowledge of having made a change in a ſingle word 


in copying that text, nor ſhould I have wiſhed to 


have made any change atall in it; chinking that, 


capital an emendation. 
* An emendation for which no ſupport is to be 
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owner. Clemens it leems. conceived that the 


\ 


as that which you ſuppoſe I have purpoſely ſubſti⸗ 


tuted in its place. Had you thought me capable of 


an attempt of this kind, you, ſnauld not have 
aſcriheil to me, as you have done, the greateſt purity 
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GE is Ih to Tetra Vide or on e mth 
fn outhink chat, through my exceſbve zeal foq en 
hypothefis, I make every thing to favour it: bùt l 4 


hardly think that you can find any thing in my 
attempt to ſupport ti Socinian doctrine, that die 
covers more zeal than you manifeſt in ſupport ß 
the Athanaſian one; and I chink that exceſſive 


zeal has miſled you in as remarkable a manner 
as ydu ſuppoſe mine to have miſted me. I can no 


e account for your aſſerting, p. 16, That 


the notion of Chriſt having had his choice of 
« different ways of coming into the world, is 
explicitly expreſſed in a book little inferiot in 
© epiſtle of Clemens Romanus, in a paſſage of - 
that epiſtle which Dr. Prieſtley, ſomewhat un- 
fortunately for his cauſe, has choſen for the baſis 
« of an argument of that holy Father's heterodoxy, 
The ſcepter of the majeſty of God, ſays Clemens, 
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does not ſay that it was from heaven to earth. That 
is entirely your own interpretation, for which I ſee ne 
ground at all; ſince the Phraſe is ſo eaſily explai 
by his entering upon his commiſſion, as a public 
teacher; when, being inveſted with the power f 
working miracles, he never made any oſtentatious 


diſplay of it, er ae egen in Ker ain da 
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epiſtles of Ignatius, for a proof of the early know- 


ledge of the dodtrine of Chrilte divinity, „ Ts 
„holy Father,“ you ſay, p. 19, © hardly ever 


ie mentions Chriſt without incroducing ſome ex- 
40 plicit aflertion of his divinity, or without joining 
4 with the name of Chriſt ſome epithet in Which 


<« it is implied. All this is very true, according 


to our preſent copies of Ignatius's cpiſtles;: But 


you mult know that the genuineneſa of them is 


not only very much doubted, but generally given 


up by the learned; and it was not perfectly 


Firſt prove thoſe epiſtles, as we now have them, 
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a difference between the doctrine of the Ebio- 
ales. on. hex. fads. Nazarenes concerning the 


miraculous conception, and the latter 


authority for that difference; that which, has been 
thought to have been the peculiar opinion of the 
Nazarenes, being expreſsly aſcribed to one branch 
of che Ebionites, by Origen, Baldus, e 
eee uriter sss. 


"had. as 60 any. en 1 believed. that + 
Chriſt was any thing more than man, I find no 
trace of them in hiſtory 3 ſo that it is highly pro- 
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| bable that the Nazarenes of the ſecond. century 


were the ſame people with thoſe of the firſt, or 
the primitive Jewiſh Chriſtians, peek 
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10 the arguments A and Euſebius | 


you fay nothing, but with reſpect to that from 


Epiphanius your conduct is very particular in- 
deed. On my ſaying that Epiphanius expreſsly | 
« ſays that Ebion held the ſame opinion with 
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ee this, that Dr. Pri has never troubled 
<« himſelf to read more of Epiphanius's account 

te of the Ebionites than the firſt eleven words of 
e the firſt ſentence. Had he read the firſt ſen- 


« tence to the end, he would have found that 
« Ebion, although he aroſe; from the ſchool f 


« the Nazarenes, and held ſimilar opinions; 


« preached alſo other dotrines, of uhich he w 
« the firſt inventor, Among theſe novelties, by 
« the conſent of all antiquity, though not with 5 


« Dr. Prieftley's leave, we place the mere huma: 


« nity of Chriſt, aer e Pane: <0 
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but had you yourſelf read the ſecond paragraph 


in this ſection, you would have found that your 5 
remark had no foundation whatever, © Fer it 
there appears, that though, according. to this 
writer, the Ebionites and Nazarenes did differ 

in ſome other particulars, it was not with reſpect 
even to the miraculous conception, much leſs 
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And he ſays, in the beginning of che ſecont 
ſection, he was cotemporary with the former, 
ee and had the ſame origin with them; and 
ce firſt he aſſerted that Chriſt was born of the 
commerce and ſeed of man, namely Joſephy 
15 as we ſignified: above,” refering to the firſt 


words of his firſt ſection, when we ſaid that 


| E (differed from them only in this, vize in his 


in other reſpecta, he agreed with them all, and 


adherence to the laws of the Jews with reſpect 


ce that were enjoined by the qews and Samaritans. 


: « He moreover adopted many mbre.things than 


ee the Jews, in imitation of the Samaritans},” 


the 3 of which he then proceeds to 
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Then, in the third ſection, he obſerves that 


different opinion concerning Chriſt, than that 
he was the ſon of Joſeph 3 ſuppoſing that aſter 
Elxæus joined them, they learned of him ene 
fancy concerning Chriſt and che holy ſpirit f. 


Concettiing t the Nazarenes, f in the Ith ſeftion . 
of his account” of them, he ſays that they were 
Jews in all reſpects, except. «rhat they Bellbbed 
« jn Chriſt; but I do not know whether they . 
« hold'the miraculous conception, or not g.“ This 5 
amounts to no more than a doubt, which he af 
terwards abandoned, by aſſerting that the Ebionites 
held the ſame aploion concerning Chriſt with the 
| Nazarenes, which opinion he expreſsly ſtates to 
be their belief, that Jeſus was a mere man, 4 and 
the fon-of Joſeph. 
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| Epiphanius, whatever that may be, in cede 
of the Ebionites. and Nazarene having beld the 

fame opinion concerning Chriſt, though they 
might differ in other china. Pleaſe alſo to ob- 
ſerde that theſe Nazarenes were prior to Ehνν 
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however, as you do not deny, that the 
e ews. called Ay, thoſe of their race, 

- who were chriſtians, by the name of Ebjonites, in 
the time of Origen, Indeed Origen's own words are 
too expreſs to admit any doubt of this. Thoſe,” 
ſays he; # of the Jews who belicve- thar-Jeſuk is 
2 te the Chriſt, arecalledEbionites®. And theſe ERbio - 
nites Origen ſays were of wo, /orts, one of them be- 
lieving the miraculous conception, and the other not: 
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| You gg. indeed, P. 36, that « the word Ebjp 
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original meaning; for. at laſt the Nazarenes, 
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« whoſe error was rather a ſuperſtitious ſeverity 
ce in their practice, than any deficieney in their 
« fairh; were included by Origen in the infamy of 
« che appellation.” -» But for this I muſt, require 
ſome other evidence than your bare conjefture ; 
for then he ought to have made bree ſorts of 
ps * not 10 ed 81 1 8 he W ne 
doo © iel 
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on 


That the Ebjonires 8 4 that Jewidh ; 
Chriſtians in the time of Origen, is evident from 
the which you yourſelf quote from him, 
p. 76. “ When you conſider what belief they, 
of the Jewiſh race, who believe in Jeſus, enters. 
t tain of their redeemer, ſome thinking chat he © 
te took his being from Mary and Joſeph, ſome 2 
« indeed from Mary only and the divine ſpirit, _ = 
« bur {tilt without any belief of his divinity, ou 
« will underftand,” e. Now I do not at all ſee 5 
how, allowing the object of Origen, in the place 
in which this paſſage is introduced, to be the /pi= * "EY 
ritualizing of '# plain foty, you can be authorized | a. 
to explain this otherwiſe than it-is-literally en- " 
preſſed. Whatever the diſcourſe be, this is an 
incidental mention of à real fact in the courſe of 
it; and fuch e e ee | 
1 Mi: 7 
As to ht eee eee ſays: 5 
75. you are not able to trace, it S et Fin 
made it in my edition of his works in Latin; and 
in my opinion abundantly anſwers the pur poſe for 
which it was adduced, as he there ſpeaks of all 
G the 
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the Jews Who believed in Jeſus, as thinking lim 
to be either the ſon of Joſeph and Marys or of 


Mary and the holy ſpirit, which certainly comprizes 
the opinion which had been thought to be peculiar 


to the Nazarenes ; ſo that it is impoſſible that Origen” 
' ſhould have imagined that the Nazarenes held an” 


opinion concerning Chriſt that was not alſo held by 
ſome of the Ebionites. Moreover, as he is here 
ſpeaking of the Jewiſh chriſtians in general, with- 
out making any exception, it is natural to infer, 

that he had never heard of any Jewiſh chriſtians” 
beſides ' thoſe whom he elſewhere calls Ebionites, 
of the two ſorts particularly ſpecified by him; ſo 


_ that this paſſage is in effect the ſame with that 


which you have ues _w 8 more N 


chere quoted it for. 


I have: late d „ | 
gen's Commentaries on the ſcriptures, and find that 


the paſſage which you have quoted exactly correl- 
'- Ponds to that which I had made uſe of. But the 
original Greek is more We o een, 


than the Latin. | 


| in" Heep bee br e hon this: G 
de the Ebionites in general as not belieying 
the miraculous conception, while the gentile chril- 
tians in general, though with ſome exceptions, 
believed that doctrine. By the men, he ſays, 
* ho blamed the blind man, who 
the Ebionites (unbelievers in the miraculous con- 
« *:ception}3 we may ane! the ain, who, 

; « with 
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— 


ori- | 
rel- 
the 
ſc 
gen 
ving 
ions, 
ſays, 
ſents 
con- 
Who, 
with 
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« with few exceptions, think mene gs 
46 born of the Virgin.coly'*.” Main ſt 


« That the 1 converts were n 
64 prone to the Ebionæan hereſy, from which the 
« gentile churches in general were pure, is the 
4 moſt,” you ſay, p.77.* that can be concluded from 


4 this paſſage, ſtreng enlfeped as it might be with 


6 another deR to the ſame purpoſe, in * | 


« commentaries upon St. John's goſpel. - 


« what if it were proved that the Sets ſect 4 

« the Nazarencs wäs abſorbed in the Eblonæan 
« hereſy in the days of Origen What evidence 
«. would that afford of the identity of the Nazatenes 
and the Ebionites in earlier times? And even 
« that Identity, if it were proved, what dener 


d it afford, chat the nw Ferul 


6 biſhops of the cin circumciſion.” ” mann 
D N 

I anſwer if N Jewiſh chriſtians. were 
univerſally Ebionites in the time of Origen; the 
probability is, that they were even generally ſo in 
the time of the apoſtles; and that their hereſy, aa 
it is called, did exiſt in the time of the apoſtles, is 
abundantly evident. Whole bodies of men do not 


very ſoon change their opinions. And it, as you 


allow, the Jewiſh chriſtians were diſtinguiſhed: by: 
the name of Nazarenes (whom I think I have 
proved to be the fame with the Ebionites, who all 
believed Chriſt to be a mere man) from the time 
that they. were ſettled in the country beyond the 

8 * Comment, We. Mare, vols waa ib 
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nites, as univerſally held by the Jewiſh chriſtians to 
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tis of Galilee,” you carry che opinions of the Bbio: 


the very age of the apoſtles; for they retired into 
bee el dn. the 0 pproach of e 
titne the e went the age: | 


s all NEE Jewiſh chriſtians were. called Na, N 
zarenes or Ebionites, and all the writers that men- 
tion them ſpeak of the doctrine of thoſe ſects 
in general, and not thoſe of their own. time, in 
particular, as being that Chriſt was a mere man; the 

tural i is, that thoſe. ſects, or the Jewiſh 
did zn all times, alter they became ſo 
iſhed. (which is allowed. to have been juſt 
befor, or preſently after the deſtruction of jeru - 
v) hold chat doctrine. And ſuppoſing this to 
ave been the caſe, js it not almoſt certain, chat the 
Apoſtles themſelves muſt have taught it ? Can is 
be ſuppoſed that the whole Jewiſh church ſhould! 
have abandoned the doctrine of the divinity | of 
Chriſt, within ſo few years after the death of the 
apoſtles, if they had ever received it from them 
As far as I yet ſee, Jewiſh chriſtians who were not 
Nazarenes, or Ebionites, or Nazarenes who held 
any other doctrine concerning Chriſt than that h 
was 4 mere man, are unknown in hiſtory, A 
er e e We ois 


0 * 4 } 
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That thoſe 410 were called Nakathbs were as. 
fir fem thinking Chriſt to be God as the Ebig- 
pites, is evident from the moſt unexceptionable evi · 
dence, Among others; is the teſtimony of Theo- 
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deret,thoughs not having the original, Lam nbliged | 
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Jews owned Jeſus to be 
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to quote it at ſecond hand. This I fhall do from 
Suicer's Theſaurus, under the article Klin. He 
foys, che Nezarenes aue Jens, who. nete 
“ Chriſt. as a rightegus man; And Theodoret 
lived in Syria, where he had the heſt opportunity 
of being e 1 nee the.Jewiſh 
churches. 


It is "A a 0 e 4 point 
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ſhould now be made of finding ſome difference of | 


importance between the azarenes and the Ebihs 
nites, Ware no critic,” 1 believe, of an nate in 
the laſt age Bled ty find any. The Teart- 
ed JN Jones, after dilpoting in 8ppP0⸗ 
ſite columns all that he could collect con- 
cerning them both, from the beſt authorities, con- 
cludes with faying, It ts plain chete Was a 
« very great agreement between theſe wo n!! 
« tjent {6s ; and though they went under dif- 
te ferent names, yet hy ſeem only to differ in 
6 this, that the jonites had made ſome addition 
« to the old Nazarene ſyſtem, For Origen tells us 
« they were called iis who from among the 
the Chriſt +.” The run- 
ning title of this. chapter is, | The Nazartnes ang 
Ebjonites the ſame. Gs Sid 


ba WF Jett 


eee e e Eebimn, end 
other writers, themſelves believers in che divinity 
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bf Cel, that the chürch of Jeruſalern toward 


the cloſe of the apoſtolie agt (for it is not pre · 


tended that the apoſtles taught that doctrine clearly, 
and therefore not With effect, at the opening vf thele 


commiſſion) was orthodox in their ſenſe of the 


word, it is not to be regarded, - unleſs they bring 


ſome ſufficient proof of their aſſertion. They 
were, no doubt, willing to have it chought ſoz 


and, without conſidering it very particularly, 
might preſume that it was {o : but the facts which 


they themſelves record, and the account which 


they giye of the conduct of the apoſtles i in divylg- 


ing this doctrine to the Jews, make it highly im- 


probable that the caſe 
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x hey. farviſh' as Na evidence again 
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dn Aub. 1 1 7 0 as we can 8 to 


| * "ſtate of things in after times, and even. + 
their own, was ſuch ag can never be acounted for, | 


agreeably to the known. principles, of human na- 
ture, on the ſuppoſition, that it was originally 
ſuch as they repreſent it to be. The general 
prevalence of the unitarian doctrine among che 
common people in the Gentile world, 5 the 


_ univerſal prevalence of it among the Jews, from 


the time that they were diſtinguiſhed by the name 
of Ebionites, or Nazarenes (which was immedi- 
ately after the age of the apoſtles) is totally in. 
e with the ons. of the divinity of Chriſt 
— having 
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having been che univerſal, or the general opinion 
in the-time of the dale 1 rin {fp £14 
> eee et. et oat ye” ee ” 
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MO NG hs: axtravajent eme 0 you 
call them, of D. Zwicker, and which you 
& fay were adopted by Epiſcopius, you mention, 8 
to p. J. that of “ the opinion of the mere humanity 
ta ** of Chriſt having prevailed very generally in the 

«*« firſt ages, and having never been dermed here- 
in * tical by: the fathers of the orthodox perſuaſion; 
II, * at leaſt not in ſuch'a degree as to exclude them 
a- & from the communion of the church. But you 


Ur ſay that Epiſcopius, from his charitable temper, 
ral gave eaſy credit to the unitarian writers, when 


he * they repreſented the differences of opinion in the 
he early churches as much greater than ever really 
m * obtained, and the tenderneſs 5 lectnries as 
ne 60 ene ety fa 
di- | + 32M Ae 

in | If aged eo epy your all M 65 
iſt 1 POW F 
ng | 2 
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1 . AA 
fact; and how you came to miſapprekend ſo plain 
a caſe, concerning which I believe no writers of 
eccleſiaſtical hiſtory ever differed, I do not take 
upon me to ſay, but leave others to judge. That 
there were as proper unitarians in the very age of 
the apoſtles, as any who are ſo termed at this day 
= (myſelf by no means excc aw differing as 
_ much from what is now called n 
1 I will venture to ſay was never queſtioned; and 
eee eee 
from chriſtian ſocieties; -as heretics, is, I belie v 
generally allowed. It was, as you ſay, , ackno 
ledged by Epiſcopius the Arian, and it is likewiſe - 
allowed by Moſheim the trinitarian, Who ſays, 
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1 vol. i. p. 191. However ready many may haue 
1 been to embtace this erroneous doctrine, it docs 
146 * not appear that this ſect formed to themſelves a 
1 r 
if it from the ordinary aflemblies of chriſtians.” But 


does it not allo follow from the ſame fact, that 


Fee and had. e fo fromn-ahts 
beginning. Moſheim ſays, vol. i; p. 198, « From | 
« ſeveral paſſages of the ſacred writings, it evi>- 
« dently appears, that even in the firſt century, 
it the general meetings of chriſtians were deſerted, 


* and ſeparate aſſemblies formed, W 
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4 though,” he adds, this ſect was not cone? 
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0 * bereue, ſays Jerom, is 1 
« church, a 
« againſt the church? Auſtio ſays, © As. Joon = 
+ a any hereſy exiſted, it ſeparated itſelf from ghe | 
Catholic church,” Tertullian ſays, l 
W | 


That Tamils di na oor . 
excluded the name and the aſſemblies of 
chriſtians, is evident from what he ſays concerning 
che apefle's creed, the ſevera] articles of which, as 
it ſtood in his time, he recites ; aſſerting that is 
was the only proper ſtandard of faith, and chat the 
church admitted Wo! A TM: e W 


19 


0 
en 


+ Statem enim unaqumque bert. ut exiſtebat; et x con- 
gregatione Catholice communionis exibat, Kc. De Bags 


Contra Donatiſtas, Lib, 5, eap..19- vol. vii. p. 446. 
| 2 $i enim haretici ſunt, Chrittiani- eſſe non poſſunt. De 
Preſcriptione Hereticorum, ſect. xxxvii. p. 215; 1335 


Tertullian, in his treatiſe De Præſeriptione 8 
makes but flight mention of the hereſy of the £4ionirer; and 


projicitur, et contendit et pugnat uy Farentem. 


2. vol. iv. p- 277. 


when he gives it that appellation, he makes it to conſiſt in 


the © obſervance and defence of circumeiſion and the la) 
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„The ruls of faith, he, fays, « is only 18 
- = admitting, of no change or emendation, requi ring 


* alia * 's 
＋ + Te e 


— 


- ILE TT E RS 7 W 


Now it is evident that 60 urckele in cr Med 
' lſdes'to the opinions bf the wnitaridns,: but only 
10 thoſe of the Gnaſtics. This was the. oldeſt 
formulary of chriſtian faith, and what was taught 
to all catechumens before baptiſm ; and additions 
Sie made to” it from time to tie, in order to 
exclude heretics. This creed any unitarian, at leaſt 
one who believed the miraculous conception, might 
ſubſcribe in the time of Tertullian, and thefefore 
S 


EU 41 BU N ian, 7 n 2 33 ; 


«yz to believe in one God, Almighty, the mak 


of the world ; and in his fon Jeſus Chtiſt, born 


Sof the virgin Mary, crucified” under Pomjus 

< Pilate, 1 0 from the dead on the third day, 
*& received up into heaven, now fitting at the right 
«hand of the Father, and who wi come again. 


«ut judge the living and the dead, even by the 


« reſurreftion of the fleſh. This law of faith 


' © remaining, other things, being matters of diſ- 
« cipline-and conduct, admit of new eee 
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of ans * 81 Jil p. 214. 11 ; is evident, Kowelle? 'from 
his making the unitarians to be the greater part of believers, 
that, in his time, they were not conſidered as /o far heretical, or 
2 as to be excluded from chriſtian churches. mf 


-* Regula quidem fidei una omnino eſt, ſola, immobilin, 
— irreformabilis, credendi ſeilicet in unicum deum, omni- 
potentem, mundi conditorem, et filium ejus Jeſum Chriſtum, 
# My TRE. eee 6 4s ped: J s *6: 23.8 8 -» natum 
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The Ebionites, being Jews, had little communi- 
cation with the Gentiles, and therefore, of ; courſe; 
held ſeparate aſſemblies; but the Alogi, who held 
the ſame doctrine among the Gentiles, had o 
ſeparate aſſemblies, but worſhipped along with | 
other chriſtians. - Indeed their having no general 
diſtinct name before the time of Epiphanius, is . 
of irſclf a proof chat they had no ſeparate places'of | 
worſhip, as the Gnoſtics and other [heretics had; 
For had they been diſtinguiſhed from other chriſ- 
tians in their aſſemblies, it is Oe. 5 
muſt have been diſtinguiſhed by a ſpecific name. 
They had, indeed, in particular places, names given 
them occaſionally, from particular perſons, -who - 
diſtinguiſhed themſelves by the defence of their "1M 
doctrines, as Artemonites, Noetians, &c. but the - b 
general body of unitarians among the Gentiles 4 
had no name given them from ibe begimig tod 
diſtinguiſh - them from other chriſtians, till the 
attempt made by Epiphanius to call them Alogi. . 
In controverſy they ſometimes diſtinguiſhed: theme 
ſelves by the name of Monarchiſts, as holding the „ 
monarchy, or ſupremacy of the father, in op po- 
ſition to thoſe who maintained the divinity of the 
ſon ; 'but this was. only an occaſional, not an 
ofiginal or permanent appellation,” eee 
BY 2 = 
natum ex Virgine Maria, crueifizum ſub Pontio Piles, dae 
die reſuſcitatum a mortuis, receptum in cælis, ſedentem nune 
ad dextram- patris, venturum judicare vivos et mortuos, per 
carnis etiam reſurrectionem. Ha lege ſidei manente, cœteta 
jam diſciplinz , et, converſationis, admittunt novitatem co. 8 


rectionis, operante ſcilicet et proficiente uſque ad finem gratia ; 
dei. De Virgiaibus'velandis, ſect. i. * 173: : 
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- | All-rherefore thit Chryſoſtorh could alledgs'in 
rr 
orthodor faith, and no hererics, might have been 
alledged by the body of unitarians before tlie 
time of Theodotus. Teaching ufbelie vers how 
to diſtinguiſh between er chriſtians and 
ſectaries, he ſays, They have ſome perſoris by 
t hum they are called. © According to the flame, 
of the Hereffarch, ſo is the ſect; bur no ma 
« has given us 4 tame; but che faith itſelf“ 
Again he ſays, „Were we ever ſeparated from 
« the church? Have ve Hereſlarchs? Have we 
« any name from men, as Marcion gave his nde 
er ſore, Matiichwoe to others, and Arius to a 
w erat Wee” Sil | 


| All emma with as *. 
poſition, that theſe unitarians were originally ng * 
thing leſs-than'the whole body of Chriſtians, and 
that che ttinitarians were the innovators ; appearing 
at firſt modeſt and candid, as was natural while they 
were a ſmall minority, but bold and e 
Warner became the thajority. 1 


= Ladder Mi Twee ag wy neee i aurt᷑ Th e 
IuNopert T0, oẽt Y SKAFY PEG 15 o⁰ν,ft,. f ut nf 
Auer v,, 2 wxev H ovopue, 1 u wits avry. Chryſoſt. in 
Ada Apoſt. Cap. xv. Hom. 33- Vol. viii. p 615 | 
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It has been ſufficiently obſerved with what fe - 
ſpect Juſtin Martyr treats the ancient unitarians, 
evidently ſhewing that in his time his own. .doc- 
trine ſtopd'in need. of an:apology. There are two - 
paſſages. in this writer, in which he ſpeaks of 
beretics, with great indignation, as © not. chriſ- 
« tians, but as perſons whoſe tenets were abſurd, 
« impious,. and blaſphgmous,-with whom chriſ- 
« tians. held no communion; but in both the 
paſſages he evidently had a view to the Gnoftics 
only, denominated; from the name of their teach- 
ers. He particularly mentions the © Marcionites, 
« the Valentinians, the Baſilideans, and the 
« Saturnianians.” He ſays they blaſphem- 
« ed the maker of the world, and the God 
« of Abraham, Iſaac, and Jacob, that * they 
denied the teſurrection, and maintained that 
« after death the ſoul went immediately to 
© heaven? Do not,” ſays he, ſuppoſe 
: | | © theſe 
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| Dee deen Had he confidered the | 


 wiiitaiians, with whom he appears to have been well 
acqquainted, as hereties, would he not have men- 
tioned or alluded to their tenets alſo in thoſe 
paſſuges, in which he ſpeaks, and pretty largely of 
the Chriſtian heretics in general? It is impoſſible, 
I ſhould: think, to read thoſe ' paſſages, as they 


ſtand in the original, introduced as a fulfilment 
of our Saviour's prophecy, that there ſhould be 


falſe Chriſts, and falſe prophets, vho ſhould de- 


ceive many, and not be ſatisfied that (like the 


apoſtle John) Juſtin Mattyr had no idea ol 


there being any bererics in the chriſtian er K 


, * 6 2&8 'S 


bis times beſides. che Gnoſtics “. 


12 0 2 . ' 


363K 5343s | 
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2 ne with how little ſeverity, in his large 
treatiſe concerning hereſy. It is not one four 


hundreth'pare of, che whole, while all the reſts 


Ine vor $4505 pf, &c. Dialog Rdit. Thirty 
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® See Dialogue; Edt. Thirty, p. 20, n, esd. . 1. 


b. n 0 R 8 1 E v. by 5 
We: on the different branches of Gnoſticiſms. 


yell The harſheſt epithet that he to them 
en is that of van, which conſidering the manner of 
ofs che ancients, is certainly very moderate. Vaud 
f autem Zion He ſays, indeed ſ, that God 
ble, « will judge them, and how can they be ſaved 
hey ce if it be not God that worked out their ſalvation 


upon earth.“ Burthisis-n0 ſentence of dm’ 
tion paſſed upon them in particular, for holding their 
doctrine, but an uſed by him to refute 
them; and is the ſame as if he had ſaid, Mankind 
in general could not be ſaved, if Chriſt had not * 
been God as well as man. 5 f 


There is no inftance; I believe, * any uy 
having, been excommunicated for being an unn 
carian before Theodotus, by Victor biſhop . 
Rome, the ſame that excommunicated all the 
eaſtern churches,. becauſe they would not cele- 
brate Eaſter on the day that he preſcribed, Why 
had the univerſal church been trinitarian from 
the beginning, would not the firſt unitarians, the 
firſt broachers of a doctrine ſo exceedingly . 
ſive to them, as, in all ages, it has ever been, 
have experienced their utmoſt indignation, and 
have been expelled. from all Gy. focerties 


with horror, FS 


What makes it more 3 evident; chat 
the doctrine of the ſimple humanity of Chriſt was 
not thought deſerving of excommunication in 
early times, is, that though the Ebionites were 
anathematixed, as Icom. ſays z or excommuni- 
* Lib,'s. Cap. L. p. 394- + Lib. 4, Cap: . 5. 358. ; 
Wo... D 1 cated, - 
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15 


cnted, it vas not on account of their denying the 
doctrine of the divinity ''of (Chriſt, but oy on 
account of their rigid obſervance of the Moſaic- 
Jaw *. Had you, Sir, been appointed to draw up 


à ſorm of excommunication for Socinus, would 


you have confined your charge of hereſy to his re- 
fuſing to baptize infants, or his maintaining the 
unlawfulneſs of bearing arms? The principal 
article would certainly have been his believing, with 
the Ebionites, Wit n eee en ers 
NY Tt 0 ©; 28 pts "4+ 3H 
Min The Ra N. 
Such a dockrine as + that of 8 
of Chriſt, in a church univerſally trinitarian, 
muſt neceſſarily have given greater alarm, and have 
rouſed the orthodox to exert more vigorous tted- 
fures chan the ſame doctrine could do, in the time 
of Calvin, when it was far from being novel; and 
yet he, though expoſed to perſecution himſelf, 
2 it to be a crime for which burning alive 
was no more than an adequate puniſhment; and 
almoſt all the Chriſtian world juſtified his uſing 
that rigour, with reſpect to Servetus. Now, fine 
the minds of men are in all ages ſimilarly affected 
in ſimilar circumſtances, we may conclude, that 
the unitarian doctrine, which was treated with ſo 
much reſpect, when i it was firſt mentioned, was in 


Sl hoe verum 4, in Chavemi_ 4 Hobiovie: harekn 
_— qui, credentes in Chriſto, propter hoe ſolum_ 
a patribus anathematizati ſunt, quod legis | czremonias 
Chriſti evangelio miſcuetuat, er fic novil corſet Fade ot 
ve ters non amĩtterent. DANY 
Hizronvwus Avoverino, Bp. 190 vel Ls 60 
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a very. different ptedicament then; from wha it 8 
was at the time of the reformation. The dif. 


ference of majority and minoriiy, and nothing als; 
can account for this difference of treatment. 
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1 
T0 will ſay, if che great majority of Chriſtians 


in early times, were unitarians, why did not they 


excommunicate the innovating trinitarians. I an- 


ſwer, that the doctrine of the trinity was not; in 


its origin, ſuch as could give much alarm, as I 


have explained in my Rep to the Monthly Reviewers, 
p. 11 end before it became very 


formidable; 
| there. was a great majority of che learned and 


philoſophiziag clergy on its ſide. However, that 


it did give very great alarm; as it began I e 
itſelf, 1 have nnen evidence, | | 


In ff RL 


ſubject; and Origen hasſomeequally ſtrong in Greek, 


as Terearainy &c. Had the unitarians in thoſe times 
been writers, we ſhould probably have heard more 
of theit complaints. At preſent, we know nothing 
of them beſides what we are able to collect con- 


cerning them from their adverſaries, who thought 
F AER PA PTR FR: 


On the other hand, chives is ae ie eee 
that the unitarian doctrine, and even in its moſt ob- 
noxious form, exiſted in the very time of the apoſ- 
tles. The Jewiſh, chriſtians in general, not only 
12 — was a mere man, but even that 


3 3 


What words, in any Me can expreſs mam | 
alarm, or diſlike; than expaveſcere, and /candalizare;. 
by which Tertullian deſcribes their feelings on this 
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pbeny by act of parliament, | openly to avow hat 
I now openly defend, and was puniſhable with con- 
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you ſpeak of, from the doctrine of the Ebionites, 


* of St. John to that of Theodotus, in 
| the time of Victor, has no exiſtence but in your own 


ſingle i eee And "ou re 


Pr that age.” Explain this faRt, in 


conſiſtence with their not being the l 5 
pr if you can. * 


e ae as the: e Sg 
gains ground among chriſtians,” the horror with 


which it has been conſidered is manifeſtly very much | 


abated. Tour treatment of me, and of all who 
hold the ſame opinion, is rather extraordinary, conſi- 
dering the times in which we live; but it is mild; 
and moderate, compared with the uſual treatment of 
the ſame doctrine, even in this tolerant country an 


| 18 
n ; 
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fiſcation of goods and impriſonment for life,” if 
perſiſted in; and the law ſtill remains unrepealed. 
But it is ſeen to be ſo arbitrary and unjuſt (as di. 
rected againſt thoſe: who conſcientiouſly . believe" in 
one God only, without acknowledging three per- 


| ſons to be that one God) that no one dares to 
put it in execution; and the ſtate, I am confident, 


only waits for that application, which I truſt will 
be made, to relieve them, and to wipe * Tock 5 
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Of the hal that may be draton from the paſſage. 
of Athanaſius, concerning the 6 on of "the early 
wanne e 1 The 


EY 8 


pA Sis, ee 10 Joy mY 4 | : 
145.1 7 TY, . 1 
S. one argument A che e ve church of 
Jeruſalem was, properly . maintain- 
ing the ſimple. humanity of Chriſt, I obſerved, that 
« Athanaſius himſelf, was ſo far from denying it, 
that he endeavoured to account for it, by ſaying 
e that all the Jews; were ſq firmly perſuaded that 
« their Meſſiah was to be nothing more than a man 
« like themſelves, that the apoſtles were obliged 
« to uſe great caution in divulging the wan 
* of the proper ee My 115 


5 This Lag ig 0 aa hom, bes. rue 3 
the caſe. Athanaſius both expreſaly allowed that 
the Jewiſh. chriſtians were at firſt of the opinion 
that Chriſt was no more than a man, and he 
accounts for the apoſtles conniving at it, without 
laying how long that prudent connivance continued. 
In my Appendix you will find a ſomewhat fuller 
ſtate of the argument. I ſhall no diſtinaly 
conſider all that you have advanced to in validate 
the inference that I have made from this remarkable 
paſſage, I _— _ ſhew that it was not 

Dg.. Athanaſius 


1 EZ T T. ENS 2 nn 
IN 55 Athanaſius only, but Chryſoſtom allo ; a” 
ſays, the antients, and the moſt diſtinguiſhed fathers 
| of the church, \whio gave the ſame teprelencation 

oF, FFF OS 

* MIT bu 1 

N p. 28. that "Athanglus is e 
ing of the unbelieving Jews. The expreſſion is 
02 Jer IS bi, the Jets of that © age * Which 
includes both the believing and unbelieving Jewa. 
Had he been ſpeaking of the Jews of his "bun 
time, it would: L own, have been probable thay/he 
meant the. unbelieving Jews ; but ſpeaking, as b 
does, of the Jews at the very firſt promulgation or 
chriſtianity among them, it is moſt natural td 
ſuppoſe that he meant all the Jews. - Pauly long 
after his converſion to chriſtianity, called himſelf a 
Jew. However, it will be ſufficiently evident from 
the whole tenor of the paſſage, that he muſt have 
meant the believing Jews principally, and in ſome 
reſpects the believing Jews only, excluſive of the 
unbelieving ones. And in this conſtruction of the 
paſſage I am by no means ſingular, ee 
ene of en themſelves. 4 | 


— the-Jewn_ hire/ enact "it 
ip ara they were ſuch as the apoſtles 
wiſhed to convert to chriſtianity, and many of them | 
ſoon became ' chriſtians, - How the con- 
ca themſelves with reſpect to theſe men," firſt 

unbelieving, and then believing Jews, Athanaſius 
os" informs us. Our readers may Judge "of 
the ty of the tranſlation by confulng the 
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original in the. margin and. 88 L only, abridged 


the paſſage before, 1 ſhall now give a larger portion 
of it at. full length, for the whole is much too 
5 apoſtles held the doctrine of Arius, | becauſe 
% they. ſay. that Chriſt was; a man of Nazareth, 
4 and ſuffered on the croſs? Or becauſe they uſed 


© no means: this is not to be imagined, - But 
* this they did as wiſe maſter builders, and. ſtomards 
« of he, myſteries of Cod; and they bad this 
1 ſpecious pretence for it. For the Jews of that 
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1 deceiyed the Gentiles, thought that Chriſt was a 


* the; bleſſed apoſtles, with great prudence, in the 
_ - * firſt place, taught what related to the humanity 
of our Saviour to the Jews; that having fully. 


8 R "my in LI MO EY 


Nance, and with reſpect to the firſt converts that the 
apoſtles made, it was equally requiſite with reſpe& 


2 7 * 7, 8 FIR. 
- s , 
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t age; being deceived: themſelves, 8 


© mere man, only that he came of the ſeed of | 


David, reſembling other deſcendants of David, 
* and did not believe either that he was God, or 


e that the word was made fleſh. On this account 


that Chriſt was come, they might afterwards. 
„bring them to the belief of his divinity, ſhewing - 
God. For example, Peter having ſaid that 


Chriſt was a man who had ſuffered, immediately 


«© added, be is the prince of life. In the goſpel ke 
c confefles, Thou art the Chriſt, the ſon of the 


ue N Soul... bo 
"Har," 1 think, are e fulGciene ks of gonna: 
tion, and of the apoſtles leading their converts to the 
knowledge of the diyinity of Chriſt, by very diſtant 
and uncertain. inferences. indeed, ſuch as Jews, ſo 
previouſly perſuaded as he repreſents them. to have 
been, of the ſimple hymanity of their My 
would not very readily underſtand. - Wo 


Now if this caution. was requilite in Foy n bes: 


* 


A F others who were 


br. M O R 8 IL K V. 15 ax 
not yet converted; unleſs the firſt: ſhould have been 


* 
* ſ 
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ine Fer whenever ic had 155 


Meſſiah as_ they expeRed, viz. a max like er- 
ſelves, but ibe eternul God, che difference was ſo 
2 | 

con the reſt of the to a 
doctrine whieh muſt have e 3 
probable to them) muſt have been impeded. We 
may therefore preſume, that the apoſtles muſt have 
connived at this ſtate of ignorance,” concerning the 
divinity of Chriſt, in their Jewiſh converts, till 


a general alarm muſt have been ſpread, 


there was little hope of making any farther converts 


among the Jews, oP gn ow lion 
———— UPI weed Ch 
1. ee RIS! ASI . 
Indeed, e 3 . 
to Athanaſius's:own account. For he ſays, that 
cheſe Jews, being in an error themſelves, led the 
Gentiles into the ſame error. For your notion, that 
by Gentiles, our author here meant proſelytes of the 
gate, is altogether arbitrary and improbable. Nay, 
the very exiſtence of theſe proſelytes' of the gate, 
you muſt know has been queſtioned, and I thin 
fully diſproved by Dr. Lardner and others. Be- 


ſides, it is not to be ſuppoſed, that the doctrine of - 


2 Meſſiah could have been very intereſting to any, 
beſides native Jews, or at the moſt, thoſe by - 
were complete proſelytes ; whereas to the Gentile | 
chriſtians it as a matter of the greateſt moment. 8 
By theſe Gentiles, therefore, I conclude that Athana- 
8 we meant chriſtian Gentiles, and conſe- 
SE 


1 ; L. 2 4T r 2E 5 RS A T. 0 FN ; 
quently that by ther Jem, who led chem into ch 
miſtake, he meant the beheving, and not the un- 
| believing. Jews. The leataed Beauſobre, a ttinita- 
tian; and therefore an unexceptionable judge in 
this caſe, quoting this very paſſage, does not: heſi 
tate to pronounce that they were believing Jews, 
who were intended by the writer. Ces Jui 
be ſays, ne ſont pas les Juils incredules, mal 
n eee * 
n 7 An e! N I a 1 
a 20 üer Biber chair Wp 3 the obs 
vious general tenor and ſpirit of it, and not qi 
cular words or phraſes; or, I might obſerve, 
the vers in that part af the paſſage, which mens 
tions Chriſt being come f tb feed f Dauid, n 
the word being made fleſh, are not in the future tenſe, 
and therefore do not naturally refer to the Meſſiah 
in general, who was to come, but to a perſon wha 
was aH ually come, that is, to Jeſus Chriſt in pareis 
cular. The Latin tranſlator of Athanaſius, a Catho- 
lic, and certainly no unitatian, had ſo little  ſuſpi- 
cion of any other meaning, that he renders Toy v 
in this place by Jeſum z. fo that I am far from being 
ſingular, or particularly biaſſed by my own ** 

ee eee ene ils 


$ 
1 n. > ne 1 


| - Suppaſing, however, not only the profelytts of 

the gate, but the whole body of the Gentiles (lit 
tle as they were concerned in the queſtion) to have 
E. e 6 ron e e 
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more than à man; if this was an opinion that the 
— — 
the Jews, their teachers, to have Been, the ſame 
ane en re kong with reſpect ta 
e g ml axon raging ogra 
nn 7 rant GE 1% F = 


1 e be underſtood why, 
tharthe Jewiſh- converts, while (through the caution = 
of the apaſtles) they wert ignorant of the divinity 
of Chriſt, preached the goſpeliia that Fate to che 
Gentiles. And as he ſpeaks of Gentiles in general, 
and without any reſpect to rin, and alſo of their 


being actually brought over to that belief, it is im- 


poſſible not to underſtind him. of this caution being 
continued till the Solpel had been fully preached 6 
the Gentiles as well as the Jews. Beſides, one of 
the inſtances that Athanaſius here gives of the preach- 
ing of the ſimple humanity of Chriſt, is taken from 
the diſcourſe of che renter pairs which 


Vas about the year 33, aſter Chriſt; and indeed r 
this time the gaſpel had not been preached to a 


great extent among the Gentiles. For it was on 


this very journey that this apoſtle firſt preached the A 
goſpel i in Macedonia and Greece. 33 a 


If, according to Athanaſius, the apotlica re- 
ſerve with reſpect to the doctrine of the divi 
Chriſt continued till this time (and he ſays nothing 
concerning the termination of it) we may preſumethat 
this great 6 known 

to 
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dil very-ncar the time of their diſperſion and death; 
and then I think it muſt have come too late even 
from them. For it appeats from the book of At, 
that their mere authority was not ſufficient" to over» 
bear the prejudices of their countrymen. At leaſt; 
ſuch an extraordinary communication of a doctrine 
of which they had no conception, muſt have occa- 
. floned ſuch an alatm, and conſternation; as we muſt 
have found ſome traces of in the hiſtory of the Acts 


of the apoſtles. It could not entre 77 — 
ee v d p een "Y 


ut if een e a 
before their death, did communicate this great and 
unexpected doctrine, the effects of ſuch commu» 
nication muſt have been very tranſient. For pre- 
ſently after the death of the apoſtles, we find all the 
Jewiſh Chriſtians diſtinguiſhed by the name of Na- 
' 2arenes, or Ebionites, and no trace of the doctrine 
of the divinity of Chriſt among them. If you can 
produce any evidence to the contrary, I hope un 
will do it. It certainly behoves you to do it if you 
can; for without this, you will hardly make it ap- 


pear probable that the apoſtles ame N 
anne. 6 


lm. fay, p- 28, With what 1 the 

e apoſtles led their catechumens on from the ſim- 
r pleſt principles to the higheſt myſteries ; of this 
t conſummate ability of the apoſtles, in the caps- 
city of teachers, — ſpeaks with dye 
& com 
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« myſtery of bis Godhead, f is one principal . 
ieee I wich chat Dr. Prieſtley had. 
« prod paſſage, in w minen | 
— * 


1 now have. produced the pallage, we have 
pointed out a word, viz. ovss1s, Which, in the con - 
nexion in which it ſtands, can bear no other ſenſe 
than caution, and great caution (Are we anc ume) . 
and I have likewiſe ſhewn from the whole tenor 
of the ' diſcourſe, that Athanaſius. could have in- 
tended nothing elſe than to.deſcribe their prudence, 
or extreme caution, and to account for it. He. evi- 
dently does not repreſent them as deferring the com · 
munication of the doctrine of che divinity of Chriſt, 
on account of its being more conveniently taught af- 
terwards, as part of a ſyſtem. of faithz but only leſt 
it ſhould have given offence to the Jews. If this 
ſill or prudence, in theſe circumſtances, be not the 
ſame thing with caution, We not know What is 
meant by cauſion. n * 1 ih 


On the cite od ii 
account of the apoſtles conduct. All that approaches 
to it is that, immediately after any mention of the 
humanity of Chriſt (which. be e 6e er 
on account of the - Jewiſh prejudices) he ſays 
the TO ſubjoin ſome 1 which 1 

ave 
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Auen laid their hearers to the kniowledge 
- divinity 3 but the inſtanees he produces are ſuch as 
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Jou, a ye your ſelves alſo know.” In — Athanaffus 
8 acknowledges that Peter 


| wards (referring to his diſcourſe on the cure of the 
of tife, Acts ni. 15. And killed the prince off life; 


| Athanaſius repreſents it, to preach the doctrime of 


unbelieving Jews. At leaſt he could only have 


& 


to their being a 


rde fieſtinftanice he gives vs, is from che ſpesch ot 
Peter to the Jews on the day of Penticoſt, in 
which he ſays, Acts ii. 22. N nen of fun, 
bear theſe words. Jeſus of Nazareth, a man ap- 
proved of God among vou, by miracles and wonders | 
and figns, which God did. by him, in the midſt of 
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proper . 
manity of Chriſt, but fays that A np aſter⸗ 


lame man in the temple) he called him the prince 
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Had the apoſtle deut Gr bis diene M. 
have underſtood him as referring to the divinity of 
Chtiſt by that expreſſion, his prudence muſt have 
laſted but a very ſhort time indeed; probably not 
many days. If therefore, his intention was, #8 


the humanity of Chriſt in the firft place, and not to Wl 
divulge the doftrine of his divinity till they were | 


firmly perſuaded of bir Maſſiabſbip, be could not 


mean to allude to his divinity in this ſpecch, which 
was addreſſed not to the believing, but to the 
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And it m have ar great. ingenuity, on 


of Chriſt: (the'reverſe of which. this writer acknow- 
ledges) to imagine that this expreſſion of prince of 
ie, which ſo-eality admigs of another interpretation, 
had any ſuch reference. Moreover, i 


os. which [Athanaſius prpduces 3 the 


conduct of the apoſtles in this reſpect, from the 


book of Acts, he does not pretend to find one in 
which the divinity of Chriſt is diſtinctiy preached, 
re e e ee 
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we en e e eee, We 
Abd acknowledged that it required great 


caution in the apoſtles to divulge the doctrine of 
the divinity of Chrift, and that the goſpel was 
preached with ſucceſs among the Gentiles, while 
the Jews were: ignorant of it; it can hardly be 


doubted but that he muſt himſelf have conſidered | 


the Chriſtiari-charch in general as unitarian, in the 
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. 1 „ Athanaſius, 5 


grounded in the belief of Jeſus being the Chriſt, N they 
could be taught the doctrine of his divinity. Now if we look 


into the book of Acta, we ſhall clearly fee that they had not Wagen | 


beyond the firſt leſſon in the. apoſtolic age ; the great bu 

of the preaching of the apoltles being to perſuade the Jews 
that Jeſus was rhe” Chrift; That he wis likewife God," they 
evidently left” to cheit 


n. ee long cpurſe of time to do it. 3 7155 
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even a ſttong prepoſſeſſion in favour of the divinity 


ſueceſſors; Who, indeed, did it moſt 
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5 N . of Chriſt, an account of the actual efe# 


| | of ſuch preaching might be more naturally 7. 


1 leave to our readers. I ſhould have 
thought, that if Athanaſius could have added, that, 
_ notwithſtanding their - caution in preaching this 
extraordinary doctrine, againſt which he acknow- 
ledges the Jews had the ſtrongeſt prejudices, they 
nevertheleſs, did preach it with effect, and that 
it was the general belief of the Jewiſh chriſtians in 
- their time, he would not have thought it at all. 
ſoreign to his purpoſe. It would certainly have 
favoured his great object in writing this piece, vi. 
the vindication of Dionyfius, in uſing a like caution 
with reſpect to the Sabellians; to have added, that 
this prudence, or caution, was not, in either of 
the two caſes, finally detrimental to the cauſe of 
truth. I therefore conſider the ſilence of Athanaſius 
on this head, as a negative argument of ſome 
weight; and upon the whole I think I have made 
it appear that Athanaſius muſt have ſuppoſed that 
. 
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That Achanafins; 8 Would a 
fider the Goctrine of the "divinity -of Chriſt; as 
for ſome time unknown to knie uf ehtife 
tians, in the age of the apoſtles, will be thought 
the leſs extraordinay, when it is obſerved, chat, like 
Tertullian, he acknowledged the unitatian duc 
trine to be yery prevalent among the lower elaſb of 
people in his own time. He calls therti the 4 44a; 

the many, and deſcribes them as perſons of low 

« underftanding; ' Things chat aft ſubHine und 

« difficult,” he ſays," * ate not to be upprehefids 
ell, except by faith; and ignorant people mult 
« fall if they cannot bs perſuaded to reſt * dh | 
and avoid curious . F 
There ent be us doubt; An r the 

doctrine of the trinity was a long time very unpo- 

pular with the common people among chtiſtians x 
and this is a fact that cannot be ſatisfactorily ar- 4 
counted for but on the ſuppoſition that the dots 3 
trine n ee cee nee en, "+2. hi 
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dien from: the apoſtles. It was not the doctrine 
dk Arius that Athanaſius. js here complaining of, 
but that of Paulus Samoſatenſis, who was a pro- 
per unitarian, believing that Chriſt had no exiſt- 
ence before he was born of his mother Mary. The 

great popularity of Photinus, at and after this 
tige hens! with what difficulty the common 
5 people were brought off from this doctrine; and 
alſo the conſeſſion of Auſtin, that he was of that 
opinion, till he became N Oe the 
wings et Plato. Hcy | my 


Iti is. not 3 Probate has FR we ate; in- 
formed of this cautious proceeding of the apoſtles, 
in divulging the doctrine of the divinity of Chriſt, 
8 aſeribes the ſame caution both to 
brit himſelf, and the apoſtles. One reaſon,” 

he ſays, © why Chriſt ſaid ſo little of his own di- 
<-yinity, was on account of the weakneſs of his 
« auditors. - Whenever he ſpake of himſelf as 
« any thing more than man, they were tumul- 
ce tuous, and offended ;: but when he ſpake with 
« humility, and as a man, they ran to him, and 
© received his words . Of this he gives many 
c examples. © Our Saviour,” he ſays, © never 
« taught his own divinity in expreſs words; "bit 
* 1 by ations, Jeaving. the fuller” explication 
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„een ee bn diſciples,” 11, ſays he; 8 


(meaning the Jews) were ſo much offended at 
ic the addition of: another law to their former: 


it much more muſt they Wir 


10 trine of his Win * 


Chryſoſtom . acces, the 13 caution-to he 
apoſtles on this ſubje&t. He ſays that they con- 


cealed the doctrine of the miraculous ye 44 


on account. of the incredulity of the Jews with 

ſpect to ĩt q and that when they began ES 
the goſpel, they inſiſted chiefly on the reſurrec- 
tion of Chriſt}. With reſpect to the former (and 
che ſame may, no doubt, be applied to the latter) he 


| ſays he did not give © his own opinion only, but that 
' « which came by tradition from the fathers, and, 
© eminent men. He therefore would not have 1 
© his hearers to be alarmed, or think his account 


ec of it extraordinary Fg 


Thus, he ſays, that & i was not to give offenge 
© to the Jews, that Peter, in his firſt ſpeech to the 


them, did not ſay that Chrif did the wonderful | 
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teach all that they knew, even what their maſter 
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aka ee Ya the heat 
© by him; that by ſpeaking more modeſtly he 
might conciliate them to himſelfꝰ . The fame 
eaution he attributes to him, in 4 not ſaying 


se that Chriſt, but that God ſpake by the mouth ot 


his holy prophets, that by theſe means he 
enen, 5 


t help . —ů— 
'bleischis account of the conduct of che apoſtles, 
given by Athanaſius, Chryſoftom, and eder e. 
4 fathers of the church, conſidering w 
we know of the character ad the inſtructions 
the apoſtles. They were plain men, and little 
: oy to act the cautious part here aſcribed" to 
And their inſtructions certainly were to 


communicated to them in the greateſt privacy. 
Whereas, upon this ſcheme, they muſt have fuf- 
 fered numbers to die in the ignorance of the moſt 
important truth in the goſpel, left, by divulging it 
too ſoon, the converſion of others ſhould have been 
prevented. The caſe evidently was that theſe Fathers 
did not know how to account for the great preva- 
lence of the unitarian doctrine, among the Gentiles 
a well as the Jews, in che early ages of chriſtioning 
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of therapoſtles; [rift malte alt ſock aceontts'of | 
their conduct abfoturely incredible; witk reſpeck 
to every doctrine of 263/s on Which they 
could hot but lay proportionable ſtreſs. Bur ir 
may perhaps enable us to acebunt for the ignorance 
of the Jews, and other eurly chriſtians, with reſpect 
to matters of little o no conſequente, on which e 
che apoſtles did not lay any ſtreſs, anch för wich 
reaſon” they might Hy Rerle or nothing abour 
them, as for inſtance with reſpect to the 1 
6 9 Wr. i þ oat +44 44d 
Nr indecent do Leid gc c a 
M e Seher ug ai he ede fake tht 
che ſon of Jeſeph” wilkr the Jews in geflerafr. "The 
firſt diſciples would bens bt deeb 
nion; and it does not appear that "tHe [ qpoſties 
thought it a matter of conſequence enough to ſet 
them right with reſpect to it. For there is no 
reference whatever to the miraculous conception 
either in the book of Acts, or in any of the 
epiſtles. Indeed that doctrine has never * 4 
thought to be of any importance in itſelif; Chriſt 
being as properly a nan on one ſuppoſition as on 
the other. It is therefore only of importance with 
reſpect to the credit of 2 and Luke, as 
hiſtorians, and that not with reſpect to what they write 
from their own knowledge, but only as to what they 
collected from others. Whereas, if Chriſt was not a 
E 3 mere 
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dee but either truly G 3 
op gvorld under God, it could not but have appeared to be 
| a matter of the greateſt conſequence in the ſcheme of 
chriſtianity itſelf ; and the apoſtles would certainly 
have taken ſome opportunity of inculcating it, with 
an energy ſujted-'to its importance. We may 
therefgre eaſily account for the general prevalence 
of the opinion of Chriſt being the ſon of Joſeph, 
though it was falſe ; but it is abſolutely; impoſſible 
du account for the general prevalence of the doctrine 
of the mere humanity of Chriſt, on the ſuppoſition 
of his being either God, ot the maker of the 
. Oe of his aue _ 
do be the apoſtles. I may perhaps 
future gu Kackes of making ſome farther obſer. 
vations on the ſubjeft of the miraculous conception; 
and in the mean time the Monthly Reviewer way 
be indulging his conjectures, and preparing bis 
exclamations z for which our n. will een 
be reer ein propurnt: 


3 0 


— — 


— P ̃ . ¾˙ . no Nr ON orb ro 7 
= - a * - = , 
1 . 
* „ ” 


— 
oY 


— 


HE; * 
K . r 


— ⁰——— 2 


— — 


2 — — — 240 Df on ñ 222 42 — 
* 


— 


—— Tied warren nd ni beige 4D 
ad ©. PS * — —. * . 


” — 


— 2 
—— 1 ——— 2 —E— — S0h"y/ > * ES 
* — 


KͤKäͤ 2 K ˙— 2 © 


_ 
PI" 1 


a wt RA 
- — 


er 


- * * 
* —̃ U — — Re ret Fo ts. 6 Fo 
n ; A 1 = - — 2 


eee 


— "1 er ER ARR AD 4s 
— 2 F 
= * 


o 1 3 2 * * 
a — vom <a we 2 ** og pr 
o 1 ys 4 * Ant 
- 4 — — — — 
r 
* 


T air rt > A...» 


F ͤ err. . 2 Fe cn in 
0 4 


any ſuch doctrine; and when the 


Dt: HMS LEE YI 35 


A * 4 { . 3 4 1 * Ps” - Y WA * 4 = : 1 
ene e env 0 deen Ae SY re e 


8 406% Jar 44 1 F 154 OY 1 re a 5 
wr E 51 . R M.. 


v2 ee e den eee e e e e 
r | 
A 0 An 
rait the timi in wbich value oft e : 


A Ga er 314. 

* nee e Hei 372) 
Dax 7 | 
545 bY" 41039 4 il 1 r 263.9) 4 We 


CANNOT: Almi this ae of the ſtrong 
prejudices of the Jews in general in favpur of 
their Meſſiah being merely a man (thus explicitly 
acknowledged by Athanaſius, Chryſoſtom, and 
others, who ſay, that on this accoum the apoſtles 
did not preach the doctrine of the divinity of 
Chriſt at firſt, but only aſter the people were ſatiſ- 


fied with reſpect to his Meſſiahſtuip) without re- 
queſting your opinion with reſpect to the time when 


this great ſecret of Chriſt not being merely'a-man, 
but the eternal God himſelf, or the maler of 
heaven and earth under God, was communicated, 
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attached themſelves to Jeſus, it is evident they 

only conſidered: him as being ſuch a Meſſiah as the 

reſt of the Jews expected, viz. a man, and a king. 

When Nathaniel was introduced to him it was 
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Nathaniel, and ſaith unto him; We have found him 
5, did 


of: whom Moſes in the law, and the pr 


and at fiſt the apoſtles; you muſt 'altow;. w 
wWhally ignotanm of this ; there muſt haue 


ere 
enn, 


* his cloaths, on Jeſus 


write, Jas of Nazarethi, thei ſon-of Die 
had then, we may ſuppol&, no knowledge even of 
e miraniions congepriens) vas ow eee 
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Nom, a. er r dn g this Chimp 
e much more than man, that his being found in 


. faſhion as a man was really the moſt exun. 


, ordinary part of his hiſtory and character; 


tima, within the compaſa of the evangelical 
when. this moſt extraordinary part of his character 
was communicated to then. Now what petiocb in 
the goſpel hiſtory: can :you- pitch upon, in Which 
you can ſuppoſe that this gear diſcovery was made 
toi them fi * traces dos you find of it r "atk 
„ 3H thin, aoywnige wor N 
. Meſſob was dinulged with 
the -greateſt: caution, both to the apoſtles, and; to 
the body: of the Jews. For a long time our L 
ſaid nothing; explicit on this ſubject, but left his 
diſciples, as well as the Jews at large, to judge 
of him from what they ſaw. In this manner only 
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avowing himſelf to be the 


Meſſiah, what would he have done if he had heard; 
or r that he 1 ag 


renſions? 
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his miraculous works, they only wondered that 
God ſhould have given ſo much power to a man, 
Matt. x. 8. ben ibe multitnde faw id, thiy 
marvelled, and gloriſeu God, *who'bad given flick 

unto men; and yet this was on the occaſion 
of his pronouncing the cu of a paralytic perfor, 
by ſaying, Thy /ins be forgiven thes, which the 


Phariſces 6 to be a . rney nee 


c 5 
conjectured by ſome that he was Elias, by others 
chat he uus a Prophet, and dy ſoche that” e s 


John riſtn from the dead; but none of them 


imagined chat he was either the moſt high God 
himſelf, or the maker of the world under God. 


It was not ſo much as ſuppoſed: by any perſon 
that Jeſus performed bis mighty works dy any 

proper power of Bis own; fo far were they from 
fofpeding hay -whs 2” Godrihe ha HUN? 


do them by. Moſes, bento nor 
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If 0 was” lun bes end er Ar belies M 
death, it could only have been revealed" to his 
diſciples, perhaps the apoſtles, or only his chief 
confidants among them, Peter, James, and John. 
ſuppoſe on the: mount of transfiguratibn, thou 
nothing is ſaid concerning it in the hiſtory of thar 
tranſaction. Certainly what they ſew in the garden 
of eee * them to ſuſpect 
1 | any 
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any ſuch thing. But if it had ever been known to 
Peter, can we ſuppoſe he could have denied him 
as he did? Beſides, as our Lord told them theie 
were many things which he could not inform them 
of before his death, and that they ſhould know 
aſterwards; this was a thing ſo very wonderful 
and unſuſpected, that if any articles of i 
Vene kept from them at that OY 
certainly haye name * N Kr ih 
ene t eee Alg cl! ee 
f you Fippole oe Thomis Was pn. 
with this moſt extraordinary part of his 7 
Character, which led him to cry, My. Lord and 
God, when he. was convinced of his reſurrection, 
as he was nat one of the three, who had been 
entruſted with any ſecrets, it muſt have been known 
to all the twelve, and to Judas; Iſcariot among 
ko And ſuppoſe him to have known, and ta 
have believed. that Jeſus. was his God and maker, 
was it poſſible for him, or for any man, to haue 
formed a deliberate Purpoſe to betray him (Peter- 
you may ſay, was taken by ſurpriae, and was in 
perſonal danger) or if he had only heard of che 
pretenſion, and had not believed it, would he not 
have made ſome. advantages of that - impoſition, 
and have made the diſcovery of this, as well as 
ery ade ba that he knew 10 his peejudios f f 


ik you {anal chat che divinity. of Chriſt was 
unknown to the apoſtles till the day of Penticoſty 
beſides loſing the benefit of ſeveral of your argu- 
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carefully ebe a OD 
no account of any ſuch. diſcovery having been 
made at that time, or at any ſubſequent; one, 
And of other articles of illumination, of much leſs 
conſequence than this, we have diſtinct information, 
and alſo of the manner in whigh they impreſſed them. 
This is particularly the caſe with reſpett ta the 

extenſion of the bleſſings af the goſpel to un- 
circumciſed Gentiles. But What was this article, 
to the eee a 2 eee mar. 


Ide date of cho Ga) of Chah bad bes : 
Aually preached by the apoſtles, and the Jewiſh 
converts in general had adopted it, it could not 


but have been well known to the unbelieving Jews; 


and would they, who were at that time, and have 
been ever ſince, ſo exceedingly: zealous with reſpe&t 

to the doctrine of the divine unity, not have 
taken the alarm, and have urged this objection 
to chriſtianity, as teaching the belief of more Gods 
than one in the apoſtolic age; and yet no trace a 


any thing of this nature can be perceived in the 


whole hiſtory of the book of Acts, or any where 
elſe in the New Teſtament. As ſaon as ever the Jews 
had any pretence for it, we find them ſufficiently | 
quick and vehement in urging this their great 

objection to chriſtianity. To anſwer the charge of 
holding #wo, or three Gods, is a very conſiderable 
article in the writings of ſeveral of the ancient, 
chriſtian fathers. Why then do we find nothing. 
of this kind in a e The onlx 


-< » Anſwer 
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„dt it; but we adore it.” Hr Tote, de, ide 
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„den Saß the: aw that — 
| againſt Peter and John at the firſt promwulgation/of 
che goſpel, Tou will find it amounts to nothing 
but their being diſturbers of the people, by preach⸗ 
ing in the name of Jeſus. What was the accuſution 
againſt Stephen (Acts vi. 13.) but his Di 
blaſphemous things againſt the temple and rhe-law? 
Accompany the apoſtle Paul in all his travels, 
and atrend to his diſcourſes with the Jews in their 
and their perpetual and inveterate 

a him, you will find nd trace of their 


w much as ſuſpecting that he prenched 4 ww 


divinity, as the godhead of mee 
um de oe to Mn” 50 
1 N + 

+I the year 58, Pahl telle che e 
. Epneſus (Acts xx. 27.) that ie bad nor 
failed to declare unto them the whole cyunſel.of God: 
We may be confident, therefore, that, if he had 
any ſuch doctrine to divulge, he muſt have raughr 
ner fr ren ng from 


$1 . 80 


eee neee 
Jews: and Gentiles, to the incarnation of: the ſon of God 
thangh as « thing that, was glocied in by Chrifiigng...1* The 
« Jews,” ſays he, „ reproach us for it, the Gentiles, laugh 
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Pe Inno Vil, Oper vol. i. f. 38. W en 
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have a very particular account of all the proceeds 


1 a b ; | | | 
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54 to 57 3 and as the g Jews were well 
apprized of — — — ä 
him on this very journey to Jeruſalem, they muſt 


have bers: igfanwpes zus hin having ung this © | 


doctrine, one would — have: carried L che 


ſhall find no trace of any thing of the kind. All 
their IG agdinſt him- fell far ſhort of this." 


What was the nden of che firſt aner * 
him? Was it not, Acts xxi. 28. that be taught all men 
every where againſt the people, and ant che low, 
and againſt the temple, and that he had 
Greeks into it;? Is it not plain that they had no more 
ſerious charge againſt him? Read his ſpeech: to 
the people, his defence before Felix, and again 
before Agrippa; you will find no trace of his 
having taught any doctrine ſo offenſive to the 
Jews as that of the divinity of Chriſt muſt have 
been. "Conſidering the known prejudices,” and 
the inveteracy of the Jews, no reaſonable man 
need deſire any clearer proof than this, that nei- 
ther Paul, nor any of the apoſtles, had ever 
taught the doctrine of the divinity of Chriſt at 
that time; and this was ſo near the time of the 
wars of the Jews, and the diſperſion of that peo- 


ple, that there was A ere of preaching 
r with alte ae e 
| "Contider 


N 


5 "oh eee eee 


laſt; their objections to him amounted to nothing 
more than his vue no „e pores law of 
| ON” 8 | 


«Ths-reſcmblance berwves the charutter'of en J 
| Bijonkes, as given by the early chriſtian fathers - 


LETTERS 1% 


who had ſtrong prejudices againſt Paul, as we 


find in this part of his hiſtory; and according to 
the teſtimony of all hiſtorians, they retained thoſt 


prejudices as long as they had any name, and after 


the deſtruction of Jeruſalem, which was not long 


after the cloſe of the hiſtory of the Acts, no trace 
can be found of their believing any ſuch do&rine 


as the divinity of Chriſt. Now, though their en- 


mity to Paul continued, and they never conſidered 
his writings as canonical ſcripture,” yet to the very 
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and that of the Jewiſh chriſtians at ch time of 
Paul's laſt j journey to Jeruſalem; is very ſtriking· 


After he had given an account of his conduct, to the 


more intelligent of them, they were ſatisfied witlt 
it; but they thought there would be great diffi: 
culty in ſatisfying others. Thou ſeeſt, brother 


c ſands of Jews there are who believe, and they 


are all zealous of the law. And they are it 
formed of thee, that thou teacheth all the Jews. 
ho are among the Gentiles, to forſake Moſes} 
* ſaying that they ought not to circumeiſe their 


4 children, neither to walk after the cuſtoms; 


What is it therefore? The multitudes muſt needs = 


<* come W for they will hear thar thou art 
9 dome 


fay they to him; Acts xxi. 20. how many thou- 
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* come. | Do therefore this, that we ſay to thee, 2": 
% We have four men who haye a vow on them. | 
Them take and purify. thyſelf with, them, and 
« be at charges with them, that they may ſhaye 
« their heads, and all may know that thoſe thingy 

« whereof they were informed concerning, thee 
« are nothing,. but that thou thyſelf alſo .walkeſk 
« orderly and keepeſt the law.“ 80 great a re 
ſemblance in ſome things, viz. their attachment 2 
to the law, and * prejudices againſt Paul, cann l 
not but lead us to imagine that they were the I 
ſame in other reſpects alſo, both being equally 
zealous obſervers of the law, and equally ſtrangers 
to the doctrine of the divinity of Chriſt, And ia 
that age all the Jews were equally zealous for che 
great doctrine gf the unity of God, and their pecu- 
liar cuſtoms. Can it be ſuppoſed then that they, 
would ſo obſtinately retain the one, and lo _ 
abandon the ether? | 


Lins os Medio fe ee is. DAS. andre fs. AM en Aba Las * 
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* heſe e (and 1 more 1 
be added to.. enforce them) certainly affect the 
credibility of Chriſt having any nature ſuperiu r: 
to that of man; and when they are ſufficiently* . - 
attended to (as I ſuſpect they never have been) muſt 
ſhake the Arian hypotheſis; but they muſt be par- 
ticularly embatraſſing to thoſe who, like: you, 
maintain the perſec̃t een che Son to the 
Eather, * 5 * Tn. Ps $07. 2,4 2 0 „ 2 717 
| 1e Will 
Coafiderations of his kid, ic they. occur: 20; 
him, no o who thinks at all, can abſolutex | 
neglect, 2 
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. hypotheſis on the ſubject. Tou certaltily find the 
whom they lived and converſed as a man z (and If 


them, or made known to them ;ʒ and the effects of | 


of their Meſſiah, the : queſtion . I propoſe to. you | 
would have been needleſs. But nothing cun be 
more evident than that, whatever you may fac, 


of the trinity was obliterated from the minds of 
the Jews in our Saviour's time. 
not only a curious, but a ſerious and i 


0 E 7 ry * ry s 1 0 BE 
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apoſtles, as well as the reſt of the Je, without 
any knowledge of the divinity of Chriſt} with 


they ever became acquainted with it, there muſt 
have been à tim when it was either diſcovered by 


the acquiſition, or the communication of extraordi. | 


nary knowledge, are en ! NE 
ha, tion A . ö 85 wa 
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- Hadwettiad u no written a hiſtory of our Saviour 
life; orof the preaching of the apoſtles, or only ſome 
very conciſe one; ſtill ſo very extraordinary an 
article as this would hardly have been unknown 
or have unrecorded ; much leſs Pr wo 
n is ſo full and circumſtantial ay it is. 


n * 
Had there has any pretence Shae: imagining 
that the Jews in our Saviour's time had any kndw- | 
ledge of the doctrine of the trinity, and that they 
expected the ſecond perſon in it in the charadter- | 


with reſpect to more ancient times, every hotion: 


It is, therefore, 


queſtion, hex was it: introduced, and by het 


Heps? ave anſwered it on my hypotheſis; W 
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6 cerning ate. platonic qhtiſtians of the. ſecond. age, 
* the inventors, as he would have it, of our Lord's 
„ divinity u that the divinity which they ſet up 

« 


admitted bythe Arians, including neither cter- 
** nity nor any proper geceſſity of exiſtence ; haviagg 
- the.mere.name. of divinity, vithout any ching of 
the; il che proof, of. this third aſſertion 
nene, 


- 


was only of the ſecondary” forts e was 


a 


>. 112A „ r 0 
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miſconceived, though you have undertaken to 


through the whole of your work. Thoſe 
' Chriſtiany | e He Lan we 


and not any thing that was created of nothing, as 
the Arians held Chriſt to have been: It is well known, 


only becauſe God was always n 
5 3 p 82. yu ee 


« progreſs of opinions from the mere Unitarian 


e doctrine to the Arian, and from the Aman doe - 
4 trine to the Athanaſian faith, muſt be deemed a 


n e IH? 8 


In de fiſt Phe I. mud te you right wit 
Nec o my n (iden, which you have totally / 


refute it, and tais ſtrange miſtake of ,your's runs 


ans; for their Logos was an attribute of the Father, 


as Beauſgbre obſerves, that they were not Arias, 
but the orthodox, that platoniaed. Conſtantine, 
as I have obſerved, vol. ii. p. 488. in his Oration 
to the fathers of the council of Nice, ſpeaks in 
commetidation of Plato, as having taught the doc · 
trine of a ſecond. God, derived NOR . 
r d b ING, 


a Anas de ered if is; hte he] 
according to to the early orthodox writers, I ft 
quoted a paſſage iti A which you tranſ- 
late ſomewhat differently from me; but not {6 
as to affect my pers hs from it. For he evi- 
dently aſſerts that the Logos was eternal in Gol 


which entirely excludes proper 
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Bees this. . horities 

that you have thought proper to examine; whereas = 1 
there are others which you have overlooked {6 _ - oY 
plain and determinate, that it is impoſſible for;you . EM 
to interpret them otherwiſe CE MLT os 1 
they eyidentiy imply, that it depended upon ths 

Father's will, that the Logos ſhould, have a proper 85 
perſonification, and become a Son, Wich reſpect to 
him. The paſſages Which I have Justed from 9 
Tertullian and Lactantius, vol. fp. 8. Woo . 
otthodoxy you + th et 8 e 
ell ds conſider rn | 
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how ready the platonizing Chriſtians were. to revert 
to the idea of an attribute of God in their-uſe.of 
the word Logen. We have ſaid that God made 
« the univerſe by his word, reaſon, and power z 
“and it appears that among your. - philoſophers 
« alſo, the Logos, that is, ſperch and reaſon, was 
the maker of the univerſe. For this Zeno ſup- 
« poſed to be the maker and diſpoſer of all things, 
« that the ſame is called fate, and God, and the 
* mind of Jupiter, and the neceſſity of all things * wo. 
* Jam ediximus Deum univerſitatem ane mundi verbo, 
et ratione, et virtute molitum- Apud veſtros quoque ſapientes, 
a id eſt ſermonem, atque rationem, conſtat, artißcem 

eri univerſitatis. Hunc enim Zeno determinat factitatorem, 
qui eunctu in diſpofitione formaverir ; eundem et fatùm vocart, 
et deum, et animum Jovis, et neceſſicatem. omnium W 


Apologeticus, ſect. xxi. p. 19. | | | 
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in this Ba the Chriſtians were too ready to follow them, 
by converting 
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probably had its origin 


in perſonification; ahd 


the Logos Of Sk. John into's'P 
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* many obſcure paſſuges in their writings ; that the 
external diſplay of the poi of the "Ton inthe 
_ « buſineſs of creation, is the thing intended in the | 

« {fipture language, under the figure of His yen | 

. yanion; n conteit Which Terttts'to have uo certain 

© foundation in holy err. and no authority n fh 

« opinions and "the "dofttines of the © | 
age 5 and it ſeems to have betrayed te of thoſe, | 

« who were the moſt wedded to it, into the uſe of 

« very improper langurge; as if à new relation ; 
had taken place between the Firſt and the ſecond 

erben, eee 1 

* eried.“ | «x 4 7 

Lou n ae eee e g 

the platonizing fathers, che converſion of an uttri- t 

* ute into a perſon, Whatever Dr. Prieſtley" may” Wl * 

imagine, is a notion to which they were entite 

. ſtrangers.” - Ann g 
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8 A 0 I to ledge, "what 
; * indeed he onsht ta have acknowledged for him, 
. ſelf, that in this of the platonic 
| „ facheis, he is not ofiginal that he hath Upon 

\c" his"licle" the "reſpeRtable authority of *rwo) way 
1 * eminent divines of the Roman church, Petavius 
5 Huetius,” Of this, I aſſure you, Sir, 1 


uuns quite ignorant; but I ſee no reaſon to beaſhamed 
. a e in the cauk 
| i of truth. fo it a e. 4310 071. — 8 1 
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8 wy | That any mere extras! pre of powers, 5 
| „p. 57. ſhould ever be termed generatian, is fo | 
- Improbable from its (manifeſt want of -analogy/to 
any thing that ever was called generation before or 
2 that ſuch an abuſe of words is not to. be 
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we keen cx hole fern f. 
always/gn- iatgllgrat perten fromm d begin, — 
ning, he muſt have exerted}: his intellectual facul- — ol 
ties in ſome way or other from all eternity, as much 
as the father himſelf 3 and was the exertion of the 
faculties of the Father in the creation of the world 
ever called 4 generation. ef the Father, by thoſe 
who ſuppolidli eee he 8 n 
which nothing had been crexted 2: Ando an 
ing to you, this language muſt have been equally | 
proper with reſpect to the Father, as with reſpect 
e momma RSLs rin | 
waht... TER ; 


on You fay,” p. 58. * akier al that Dr, Prigftley: - 
* hath written about the reſemblance between the 
« Logos which kit ever wot fifa — 
an abſurdity in the academy, than it is an impiety | 
« in" he-clurck.; The converts from . platoniſm 

* muſt-have-renounced their philoſophy before they 

could be the autham of this abſurd, this mon- 
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took its riſe with them bettays à total ignot- 


as of che genuine + principles af — 
"ey it is eaſy to foreſee that the arguments brought 


ignorance of what] have afferted; n 


man; en is Enter Oey _— evi- 
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expreſs myſelf more iiitelli i than'T have 


-  Einally hochilig mote than ä property of the divine 
"000k it aſſumed a ſeparate perſonal character in 
loner goal the Platoniſts had, in theit 


Without a fon; his Logos or reaſn bring in dll tha 
time the ſame thing'in him that reaſon not ig f 
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That Chriſt had @ proper 
is thi E abs Father, firſt — 


bouring tke point ſo much as he does, Ae: 


not be able to prove it, it i moſt chat 
in nen en ee een eee 


world, it was en A e 


« There are,” ang be (io abrldge whar he a ED 
on this ſubjeR) * T khow, Who are of vpihion, = 


« that the power, Joreur, which proceeded from 2 
| pied pars feeunda, Edie, Thy. f. 4124 | 
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| Gen, to Abraham, or to. Jacob, and 


wens, , and Which, ben it ſets, it carries al 


| + ſhewn'; and th this power, which the prophets 


„ this. power, Justen, is produced by the power 


e one fire is lighted by another It is called Lord 


* 


W 's * T T * R 8 79 | br 
the Father of. d. and appeared: to | Moſes, 


et different circumſtances, was called an 
NS caged ven emails power. 


„ e che be 


wih it. Thus che Father, whenever he plac. 1 


they ſay, makes this. power to come aut of him, 
6. ver e and wheneyer he Wills, he calls it 
« back into himſelf again. And in the fame 
«. manner they ſay he makes angels. But that 
* angels are permanent - beings, 1 have already | 


* call God, and an angel, is not Jike-a beam of | 


* light, but remains numerically diſtin& from its 
4 ſource, I have ſhewu at large; obſerving that 


c and will of the Father, but not fo. as that the 
6e Father loſes any thing by its emiſſion, but .as' 


in the hiſtory of the deſtruction of Sodom, an 
«©. rained fire from that Lord who was in heaven, 
* and. who was the Lord of that Lord who was 
' on earth, as his Father, and God being the 
t cauſe:of his being, of his ag; PR 0 | 
of his being Lord, and God 1. - 3 | 
2 We y arise Tx vate, Tev]ny 217 ago 
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We ſee in this paſſage in how plauſible a m 

and how little likely to alarm men 6 plain 
ſtandings, was the doctrine of the divinity of Chti 
as it was firſt propoſed. At firſt" it Was 
more than the due, power, ” occaſionally* perſo- 
e — 
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CANNOT help, in this place, malt a few 8 
. remarks on ſome af your obſervations witKnk 
reſpect to the doctrine of the zrinity, your idea 
of which appear to be thoſe which are commonly 
termed , Arhonafign ; implying a; perfect equality 
in all the three perſons. Indeed, as: a ſtrenuous 
mange for, th. ee 66: Nagar, they camp be 
e ben. 
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be —— 0a ay, - P. 69. * to, 
6. expected rom theſe deep reſearehrs, is hot any 
e inſight into the mander in which the three diving 
64 perſons are _united:; a; knowledge, which is indeed 
64 too high for a man, perhaps: for angels ; which 
in nur preſent condition at leaſt is not do be 


s ateaitied, and ougbw not to be ought, But tm 
gpprebenfion of the chriſtian docttine, which 


«juſt 
«will ſhew; tliat it is not one of thoſe things 
« that * no miracles can prove will be the certain 


 « fruit of the ſtudies recommended. They will” 
„ lead us to ſee the ſcripture doctrine in its true. 


fight: that it is, an re diſcovery, 5 


ve contradition,” 


A contriadif&ion, you iel 5 6x is hi | 


„* the ſame 


. * thing, in the ſame reſpeRt, is at the ſame time 


«one, and many.“ This you admit that nothing 
can prove. No teſtimony,” you ſay, that a 
* ————— is, ſhould be allowed to gvers 

wer the intuitive conviction chat it canzot be. 

enquiry, therefore, into the reaſonabſeneſ  - 
Pb. as well as juſt views of ety - 
ef grear importance,” Wd res 


x 0 Ti; wheres Mae dhe. 
er che trinity differ from à contratiifiion," as... 
FFF 1 


n - 
? 5 


not tbrer Buch, but 
therefore, boch cr and 
. hach bah porfurt Ove, This is ya 
muck a contradiction as to ſay that Peter, Jin, 

and John, havin each of chem every thing that ; 
requiſite to W ee rg 

all together, not Ire men, büt only 
For the ideas anhexet to the words Cod, 
. te A 
two propoſitions. After the council of Nice, the: "8 
are inſtal ; of che doctrine of the trinity 
n this 'vety manner; "The fachers' 
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you ſeem o countenance ſome ſort of 
explanation of the Hoctrine uf the trinity. The 
2 ({viz. of Arhenagoras] you ſay, p. 55. 
is that the pexfonab exiſtence of:a divine Lagos 
* implied in Mie un files, ofa God, And 
n 
9 * common 


| on _ you bad a what it 255 in the 10 h 
| tures, or indeed! in the fathets, that, gives any coun- 
tenance to this curious piece of feaſoning; 
in your, reply to nie A; hope you will not fail i 
point it out. In the mean_time,, as. we cann 
end to draw. any concluſions. from the nece 
by operations, of one mind, but from their 5 
| 4.007 analogy to thoſe of other minds, that is 
own, you will find yourſelf embarraſſed Berg a 
difficulty ſimilar to that of Tertullian,  Lac- 
. tantius, and Athanaſius; and muſt explain to vs 
how it comes to paſs, that if the conteniplatior of 
the: divine perfections of. the Father, neceſſarily 
produced a diſtin& perſon in him, fully equal to 
himſelf,, a man '; contemplation of ſuch perfec- 
tions, or powers, as he is poſſeſſed of, ſhould not 
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You will,” perhaps; ſay-(though „ e 
nothing to authorize it) that the ithpotſibility. of 
vcing this in man, is the f -of his 
faculties, or his limited power of contempiat - 
ing them. But to cut off that fabrerfuge, ; 
will aſk, why the contemplation of the Son's per- 


feftions, Which rl cores agen fully 7 0 wo 3 5 | 


thoſe of the Father. and w 
ion you mult ſikewiſe ſuppoſe EU nds to 
that of the Father, does not produce another Wo 
intelligent being equal to'himfelf ; and why are 
not perſons in the Godbrad, in this manner, mul- 
tiplicd ad in,BqꝙZ If, for any incomprefienſible = A 
reaſon, this Settle poker 7 AGE 8 
culiar to the Father, why does it not ſtill operate? Þ} 
Is he not an unchangeable being, the ſame nor. 
that he was from the beginning, his perfectionsgsg } 
the ſame; and his power of contemplating them WO 
the ſame? Mhy then are not more ſons produced? 
Is he become , incapable of this generk- ; 
tion, as the orthodox Fathers uſed to aſæ? Or 
does it depend upon his will and pleaſure, he- 
ther he will exert this power of generation? Tf 
ſo, is not the Son as much a creature, depend- 
ing on the will of the creator, as any thing 
elſe produoed by him, though in andther manner; | 
and this whether he be of the ſame ſubſtahice, TE, -- 
en Vich kim or not? WHT en : I 


| I ſhould alſo like Se wie aa thy" 3 
third perſon in the trinity was produced. Was it 
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1 3 | 
_ recyplacicn of chrir reſpective perſections ? If 
. a ren I e | 
eee, Se. "hae. A.. Pd] | 
B04 0 233 3648 E430 | 
- Admitting, howeyet, this e 
| che generation of che trinity (equal ia ablurdicy 
10 m thing in the [Jewiſh cabala) viz. that the | 
- penſogal exiſtence of the ſon neceſſarily flows from 
de intellest of che Father exerted on itſelf, it 
Fertainly implies & virtual prictity, or /uperiarity 
- inthe Father wich reſpeſt to the San ; and:nodbeing 
can be properly Gad ho has any ſuneniar. Js 
ſhort, your ſcheme effectually oremurns the dt 
trine of the proper eque/ity, as well N 
9 eee eee n 


Indeed, Sie, had | you Lines: in anche Do” 
 vicklith times, when words were. more narrowly 
_ watghed than they are now, I think. you would 
Have run ſame ;riſk; of being acculcd/iof hereſy; 
for thus boldly making the ſecond. perſon in dhe 
trinity to be nothing more than a ft, qhough 
the neceſſary effect of che Father's contemplation 
of his own perfections. Far from this was Dr. 
| Waterland, and all the ſtriet Athanaſians of the-laſt 
age. They maintained that the trinity conſiſted 
ot three perſons, all rruly iudependant of cach other. 
It is, indeed, very amuſing to obſerve how many 
totally difcordantapinions; fcheinies as diſtant tom 
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ſynods, ar-gapvacationsy ta watch or dh faite 


Error ĩtſelf is hardly more. various than modera 
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' Had he intended to\girard agalift' in — 5 
this ſubjectz by Peking of Geck un tie aüthör ö 
his being, in the ſame fenſt in Winch he Is ne 
author of being to all men, he could not have 
done it more expreſsly than pie Ras, 4 
him his father and gur father, his Gpd ang. our”. 
God. At che Tante tine be tally Ag | 
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1e, L aftvid unto my. fauber and your farber, in 
Cu ani your Go. Can you, Sir; read this, and 
ſay that we unitariats wreſt the ſcriptures, and 
and 9 by the plain ſenſe of them pu 
. 0 

Accordingly, the practice of praying to gh 
Father baly, was: Jong univerſal in che chriſtian 
church. The ſhore addreſſes, xo Chriſt, as the 
in che Litany, Lord my mercy v1 us, Chriſt have 
mercy en us, being; 2 of be 
; K — ay 8 that is ex · 
tant, contained in the Apaſtalical Conftijutions 
| which were compaſed about the 4th. cen- | 
| tury, there is do trace. of any-ſuch-thing. Origen, 
in a large treatiſe on the ſubje& of prayer, -urges | 
very forcibly the propriety. of praying to the fi- 
ther only, and not ad Chriſt; and as he gives | 
no hints that the public ſorms of prayer had any 
tbing reprehenſible in them in that reſpect, ve 
are naturally led to conclude chat, i in his,, time, 
ſuch petitions to Chriſt were unknown: in the 
public aſſemblies of chriſtians z and ſuch hold 
have early eſtabliſhed cuſtoms on the minds of 
men, chat, ,excepting.the Moravians only, whoſe 
prayers, are, always addreſſed to Chriſt, the gene 
| xa practice of e den is 2 100 pray 
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500 Now, pleaſe, "Sie to IT whos princph 
could this early, and univerſal practice have been 
founded. What is there in your doctrine of 
en, conſiſting of three equal perſons, to 5 
entitle 


„ir re, 
entitle the Futber to that diſtinction, more than 
the Son, or the Spirit? doubt lot hut that, co 
fidering che thing abe initio, yow-yourſelf would 
have thought 'that, . fince, of thoſe chrer | 
ic is the /tcond> that was the mater of tbe world; 
and that is the inmediate governor: i it, he is that 
perſon vf the three with wWhotp we buve waſt to 
do; and therefore her is that perſon tu whom our 
prayers. ought to be addreſſed . This, L ſhould 
think, would have bern a natural concluſion, eveniif 
Chriſt had not been thought to be equal to the 
Father, but only the maker and the governor of 
the world under Mm; ſuppoſing him to Rave 
had power originally given him equal to the 
making and governing of it, as I have ſhewi at 

large in my Difgui/tions on matter and ſpirit, vol. i. 
p-. 376. For we ſhould n turally loo up to that 
being on whom we immediately depend; knoẽwWẽ- 
ing that it muſt be his r e utend 
to us. Ar tl bo" Sic 21% 1 676. 
2m flit rl 8 IC! 
If Ade Wals have ben any eee 
ture of things though undiſcoverable and incom- 
prehenſi ble by us, hy the world ſhould have been 
made and ſupported by ſome being of commu- 
nicated power, and delegated authority, rather 
than by the ſelf· exiſtent and ſupreme being him- 
ſelf (and if the fact be ſo, there muſt have been 
ſome good reaſon for it) that unknown reaſon, 
whatever it be naturally preſents this derived 
being to vs, as the proper object of our prayers. 
* [ Th obſerve once tore, that a derived 
8 pre- 
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cf Jeſus, and who is. not alſo the maker ot the 
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 prvexiſtent being, ſuppoſed to agimate the body 


world, in a creature of imagination only, whoſe 
exiſtence is not to be inferred, with the leaſt es. 
lovrable pretext, from the ſcriptures. If rhe'ſacted 
writers do repreſent Chrift as: having pre · exiſted 
at all, they certainly ſuppoſe: him to be the maker 
of all things: Let thoſe, therefore, who pretend 
ta maintain the 4 tian Hypotheſis; either aſſert it 
in its original and . nen, abandon 
N rene = Toh ad »::; fl: ko 


it age 


\\Dut Grpppling his alt e in the trinity 
10 be our independent maker, governor, and final 
judge, the propriety of praying to him, and to 
him excluſively, is fo obvious, chat no conlide- 
ration whatever could have prevented the practice, 
if ſuch had been the real belief of the chriſtian 
world from the beginning. That chriſtians did 
not do fo at firſt, but prayed habitually to the 
Father only, is, therefore, with me almoſt a de- 
monftration that they did not confider: Chriſt in 
that light; but that whatever they might think 
of him, they did not regard him a8 being 4 
proper object of worſhip, and conſequently: not a8 
poſſeſſed of the attributes that are proper ta con · 
ſtitute him one, and therefore not as truly C 
The perſuaſion that he was truly God, and that 
God on whom we immediately depend; nuld ua- 
avoidably have drawn after it the habitual practice 
of praying to him, as it has at lengtheeffected 
2 to the * and in TEST | 

{ conſtant 


7 


, 


D. ei r. 
conſtant uſage;and againft all ſeriptute precept and 
example, the practice has more or leſs prevailed 7 
with all trinitarians. Petrarch, we find by his 
kiters, generally prayed to Chriſt; that pious 
treatiſe of Thomas-aKempis, on the imitation of 
Chriſt, conſiſts of nothing beſides addrefſes to him, 
and they compoſe the greater! part of the Bran) 


in the LEY of r 
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ing conſcientiouſly to all the three perfons without 
diſtinction, only beginning with the Father; and 
what I myſelf did in the ferious ſimplicicy of m = 
heart, when young, would, 1 doubt not, ha 

been done by all chriſtians from the beginning, if 
their minds had then been imprefled, as mine 
was, with the firm perſuaſion that all che three 
perſons were fully equal in power, wiſdom, good- 


neſs, omnipreſence, and all divine attributes, 


This argument I recommend to your ſerious” con- 
fideration, as it is with me a ſufficient proof, that 
originally Chriſt was not. confidered as a proper 
object of worſhip by chriftians, and'confequently 
neither as God, nor as the maker or e of 


' the world under God. 7 1 


IV. 


I wiſh you would reflect a little on the ſubject, 
and then inform us what there is in the doctrine of 
the trinity, in itſelf confidered, that can recommend 
it as a part of a ſyſtem of religious truth, All 

G 3 that 
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| that MOM ſaid for, it is that the doctrine, however 
improbable in itſelf, is neceſſary to explain ſome 
particular texts of ſcripture ; and that if it had not 
been for thoſe. particular texts, we ſhould have 
found no want of, it, For there is neither any fact 
in natyre, nor any one purpoſe of morals (which ut 
tte object and end of all religion) chat Ou 97 


Is not one ſelf. exiſtent, e. infinitely ail 
and perfectly good being, fully equal to the pro- 
dyction of all things, and alſo to the ſupport and 

government of the worlds which he has made? 
A. ſecond perſon in the godhead cannot be really 
Vanted for this purpoſe, as far ag we can e 


Whatever may | be meant by the ain of the 
world, is not the being who made it equal ta that 
alſo ? If his creatures offend him, and by repent- 
ance and reformation become the proper objects of 
his forgiveneſs, is it not more natural to ſuppoſe 
that he has within himſelf, a power of forgiving 
them, and of reſtoring them to his favour, with- 
out the ſtrange expedient of another perſon, fully 
equal to himſelf, condeſcending to animate a human 
body, and dying for us? We never think. of any 
ſimilar expedient in order to forgive, with the great 
eſt propriety and effect, offences committed by our 
children againſt ourſelves. 


Whatever you ſuppoſe to be the uſe of a hin 
perſon in the trinity, is not the influence of the firſt 
perſon ſufficient for that alſo? The deſcent of the 

NV 
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holy ſpirit, upon the apoſtles was to enable them ta 

work miracles. But when our Saviour, was on 

earth, the Father ru 10 aſt n 1 ww 
did the ſame thing, · 


You alſo. cannot deny that, 88 of _— 
particular texts, the general tenor of ſeripture does 
not ſuppoſe ſuch a trinity as you contend for. Is 
Teſtament, that the ſupreme God himſelf, and not 
any other perſon acting under him, was the proper 
maker of the world; and that he himſelf, and not 
any other being, ſupports and governs it? Is not 
the ſame great being, the God and Father of us 
all, and even the God and Father of our Lord Jeſus 
Chrift, repreſented. as forgiving, the ſins of his pe- 
nitent offspring freely, and exhorting us to forgive 
as we ourſelves hope to be forgiven? And are 
we to require any ranſom, recompence, or atone- 
ment of a penitent brother L. 


You will fay that there a are obſcure intimations 
of the doctrine of the trinity in the Old Teſta- 
ment, as in God's ſaying, Let us make man, and let 
us go down and confound their language, &c. But even 
that literal interpretation of theſe expreſſions which 
you contend for does not really fayour your hypo- 
theſis. For then there muſt have been at leaſt 
two perſons concerned in making the world, and 


alſo two or more perſons muſt have had that 
| Intercourſe with mankind, which you. ſay was the 


proyince of the ſecond perſon in the trinity only. 
G 4 | The , 
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ſuch rexts as theſe z Eſpecially conſidering, that 


the word denoting God | in Hebrew is in the ron | 
number. | | 


Why then, Roar Sit, ou you be fo e 
of retaining ſuch a doftrive as this of the trinity, 
which you muſt acknowledge has an uncouth 
appearance, has always ks ghee the beſt rea- 
fon of mankind, and drives us to the undeſirable 
doctrine of inexplicable myſteries; to the "great 
offence of Jews, Mahometans, and unbelievers 
in general, without ſome urgent neceſſity? Of 
two difficulties we are always authorized" to chuſe 
the leaſt; and why ſhould we riſk the whole of 
chriſtianity, for the ſake W 
undefinible d pat 


* 15 : 


Try then Wa you cannot bir _ foe 
method or other of reconciling a few 
texts, not only with common ſenſe, but alfo wim 
the general and the obvious tenor of the ſcriptures 
themſelves, In this you will, no doubt, find 
ſome difficulty at firft, from the effect of "early | 
impreſſions, gnd affociation of ideas; but n 
attention to the true idiom of the ſcripture lan- 
guage, with ſuch helps as you may want, but 
will eaſily find, for the Purpoſe, will ſatisfy you, 
that the JoAtine of the trinity furniſhes no proper 
clue to the right underſtanding of tle Tru on 
will Wer ferve to quite . 


p 
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yu che mean time, this doarine' of the trinity 
wears ſo diſagreeable an aſpect, that I think every 


biſhop Tillotſon,” with reſpect to the Athanaſian 
creed, * I'wiſh we were well rid of it.“ This is 
not ſetting up reaſon againſt the ſcriptures, but re- 
conciling reaſon with the ſeriptutes, and the ſorip- 
tures with themſelves, On your ſcheme they od 
ireconcilably at variance. 
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In-a . mritidg, * ien pen in 
2 ſerious diſcourſe, you ridicule the Socinian in- 
terpretations of — as unnatural, and con: 
trary to their obvious meaning; and after a long 
enumeration of things which you ſay may be clear 
to my apprebenſion; but which you inſinuate can 
never be clear to the apprehenſion of any man; 
you add, p. 14. But to others, who have not 
0 ſagacity to diſcern that the true meaning of an 
« inſpired writer muſt be the reverſe of the na- 
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that the primitive chriſtians could not believe 


« the apoſtles had told them that he was the crea- 
© tor of the univerſe, will be little ene 


In er to this, which 1 ſuppoſe. you intend 
ed for irony, and which J ſhall not endeavour to 
retort, I ſhall content myſelf with taking the 
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=> 


reaſonable man m̃uſt ſay with the excellent Arch 


« tural and obvious ſenſe of the 'exprefiions 
« which he employs, the force of the concluſion, © 


ce our Lord to be more than a mere man, becauſo ; 


very 


Bf 
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; 
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and e nomber forming the 2 
a Eaſt, furniſhes a very eaſy explanation of 
ſuch texts as theſe z eſpecially conſidering, — 
the word denoting God | in pos. 


number. 


Why chem; 3 ork pon be fo delve 
of retaining ſuch a doRrine as this of the trinity, 
which -you muſt acknowledge has an uncouth 
appearance, has always ated the beſt rea- 
fon of mankind, and drives us to the undeſirable 
dottrine of inexplicable myſteries; to the "great 
offence of Jews, Mahometans, and unbelievers 
in general, withour forne ungent neceTey?! Of | 
two difficulties we are always authorized to chuſe 
the leaſt; and why ſhould we riſk the whole of | 
chriſtianity, for the ſake Eee 
undeſirable à part? N | 
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Try then l you cannot bie e ſome 
method or other of reconciling a few particular 
texts, not only with common ſenſe, but alſo with 
the general and the obvious tenor of the 
tbemſebves. In this you will, no doubt, find 
ſome difficulty ar firft, from the effect of early 
impreſſions, gnd affociation of ideas; but an 
attention to the true idiom of the ſcripture lan- 
guage, with ſuch helps as you may want, but 
will eaſily find, for the purpoſe, will ſatisfy you, 
that the doftrine of the trinity furniſhes no' proper 
clue to the right underſtanding of thole Feat N55 
will ae ſerve to miſlead you, | 
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| In the mean time, this doctrine . triniry 
wears ſo diſagreeable an aſpect, chat I think every 
reaſonable man muſt ſay with the excellent Arch. 
biſhop Tillotſon, with reſpect to the Athanaſian 
— tt wiſh we were well rid of it.“ This 8 
not ſetting up reaſon againſt the ſeriptures, but re- 
conciling reaſon with the ſeripturxs, and the ſerip- 
tures with themſelves, On Tour ſcheme they are 
irreconcilably at variance. 
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In a mode of writing, altogether improper in 
2 ſerious diſcourſe; you ridicule the. Soeinian in- 
terpretations of ſcripture, as unnatural, and con: 
trary to their obvious meaning; and after a long 
enumeration of things which you ſay may be citar 


to my apprebenfion, but which you inſinuate can 
never be clear to the apprehenſion of any man; 


you add, p. 14. But to others, who have not 
6. fagacity ro der that the true meaning of an 
« inſpired writer'mult be the reverſe of the na- 
« tural and obvious ſenſe of the expreſſions 
« which he employs, the force of the concluſion, 
that the primitive chriſtians could not believe 
« our Lord to be more than a mere man, becauſe 

« the apoſtles had told them that he was the crea- 
cc tor of the 3 will be little pp among 


In ber to ths, which 1 ſuppoſe you' intend. 
ed for irony, and which I ſhall not endeavour to 
retort, I ſhall content myſelf with raking the 
| e 
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very text which you mn 
for an unitarian to reconcile to his opinion, and 
ſhew- you expreſſions in it which it. is abſolutely 
impoſſible for you to accommodate to your o 
Ptideiples, withqut, to adopt your own language, 
making the true meaning of the writer the ver 
$'reyerſe of the natural and obvious ung 
10 eee he * N an, 
Ie 
The- paſſage, which is of wh own ſele&tion, 
is Coll. i. 15. &c. in which Paul affirms that 
Chriſt” is the image of the invifible God, and tb: 
firſt born of every creature ; and yet you mike 
him not the image of God, but God himſelf, and 
ſo far from being a creature, that he is the craatu- 
of all things. Produce any Socinian interpretation 
of a text of ſcripture more directly contrary” to its 
obvious meaning, if you can. Whatever difficulty 
an unitarian may find in accommodating the latter | 
part of the paſſage to his ſentiments, you muſt find 
much more to accommodate the former part to the 
Athanaſian doctrine. And I vill venture to ſay, 
that for one text in which you can pretend to 
find any thing harſh or difficult to me, I will 
agg 


r to * | | 


- How ange muſt you torture the phie 
language, and in which there is not a ſhadow of 
figure, to interpret to your purpoſe, -1 Tim. ii. 3 
There is one God, and one mediator between God 


and man, the man Chriſt Jeſus; 1 Cor. viii $ 
| 0 
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70 us theretis bur one God, the Father,” of whom 


are all things,” and we in bim; and une Lord eur 
Chriſt, by whom ure all things,” aud wwe by bim 
or that 1 our Saviour himſelf, John 
xvii, 3. Tbat they might ku thee; Abe only arue 


Cod, and Feſus Chriſt: whont thou haſt ſent, © Never 


us unitarians with torturigg the ſcriptures, 
while you have theſe, and à hundred other plain 
texts to ſtrain at, and bend to your Athanaſian 
hypotheſis ; beſides many general arguments from 
reaſon, and the ſcriptures, of more real n 


any particular texts, to anſwer -. 


VI. 


There | is boeching inexplicable. and not to hi 
accounted for in the conduct of ſeveral of the 
evangeliſts, indeed all of them, upon the ſup- 
poſition of their having, enterrained the ſame ſenti- 


ments concerning Chriſt that you do. Each of 


the goſpels was certainly intended ta be a ſufficient 
inſtruction in the fundamental principles of the 
doctrine of chriſtianity, But there is nothing that 
can be called an account of the divine or even'the 
fuper-angelic nature of Chriſt in the goſpels of 
Matthew, Mark, or Luke; and allowing that there 
may be ſome colour for it in the introduction of 
the goſpel of John, it is remarkable that there are 
many paſſages in his goſpel which are Wer in 
favour of his 1 e 


Now theſe evangeliſts could nat imagine chat 
either the Jews or the Gentiles, for whoſe uſe the 


Boſpels 
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goſpels were written, would ſtand In ud need of 
information on a ſubject of ſa much importante, 
and which was ſo very remote from the app 
henſions of them both ; and which would at the 
ſame time have ſo effectually covered the reproach 
Ef the craſs, which was continually abjected to de 

chriſtians of that age. If the deQrine of the trinity 
be true, it is, no doubt, in the higheſt degree. 
important and intereſting. ' Since, therefore, the 
evangeliſts give no certain and diſtindt account 
of it, and ſay nothing of its importance, it 
may be ſafely inferred that it v — 


them. 


% 


Why was not the 8 of the trinity taught 
as explicitly, and in as definite manner, in the Nen 
Teſtament at leaſt, as the doctrine of the divine 
unity is taught in both the Old and Ney Teſtamentz, 
if it be a truth? And why is the doctrine of the | 
wnity always delivered in ſo unguarded a manner, 
and without any exception made in favour of the 
trinity, to prevent any miſtake with reſpect to it 
as is always now done in our orthodox catechiſms, 
ereeds, and diſcourſes on the ſubject ? For you 
cannot deny but the doctrine of the trinity looks 
ſo like an infringement of that of the unity, on 
which the greateſt poſſible ſtreſs is always laid in 
the ſcriptures, that it required to be at leaft hinted 
at, if not well defined and explained when the | 
divine unity was ſpoken of. You are content, 
however, to build ſo ſtrange and inexplicable a 
eng 
ren 
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from, caſual, expreſſions, and, cannot, pretend 1% 
one clear, expreſs, and unequivocal an the 
e „ © 2 in! * et beo. N 
| £1} 16 423 7617 1 D 

Ebere arg eth vent many, Pag of Gale 
ture, which  inculcate the doctrine of the. divine 
=_ in the cleareſt and ſtrongeſt Produ 
one ſuch paſſage in fayour of trinity, if you 
can. And why, ſhould | we believe things ſo 


myſteriqus without the cleareſt, and wah ad 


evidence ? —_ 
VII. ; 


I would farther recommend it to your conſide- 
ration, how the apoſtles could continue to call 
Chriſt a man, as they always do, both in the book 
of Acts, and in their epiſtles, after they. had diſ- 
covered him to be God. After this it muſt have 
been highly degrading, unnatural, and improper, 
notwithſtanding his appearance in human form, 
Cuſtom will - reconcile us to ſtrange conceptions 
of things, and very uncouth modes of ſpeech; 
but let us take up the matter ab initio, and put 
ourſelves in the r of the Nen and * 
diſciples of Chriſt, 


They certajoly ſaw. and converſed wit wr 


firſt on the ſuppoſition of his being a man, as 
much as themſelves. Of this there can be no 


doubt. Their ſurprize, therefore, upon being 


informed that he, was not a man, but really God, 


or even the maker of the world under God, would 
| Fe 


— — « — — 
„ — — 


1 
- 
CY bg * — 4 
Sb $4 4m —— — un cn WMyoes 


— 


— ö OO: ee ——— K —— 


— 


94 U Ar Ans T 


de elt a8 great as Gurs would now be on diſch 
vering. that any of our acquaintance; or at leaſt 
ns good man and a prophet, was in 
_ or the maker of the world. Let us con. 
then how we ſhould feel, how we ſhbuld 
behave towards ſuch a perſon, and how we ſheull 
ſpeak of him afterwards. No one, I ani' e6nf 
dent, would ever call that being a nan, aftet he 
was convinced that he was God. He would 
always ſpeak of him in a manner ſuitable toll 
Proper rank, n | 


Suppoſe that any two men of our acquaint 
ance thould appear; "on examination, to be the 
angels Michael and Gabriel; ſhould we ever after 
this call them men ?- Certainly not. But we ſhould 
naturally ſay to our friends, ** thoſe two perſons 
« hom we took to be men, are not men, but 
« angels in diſguiſe. This language would be 
natural. Had Chriſt, therefore, been any thing 
more than man before he came into the world, 
and eſpecially had he been God, or the maket 
of the world, he never could have been, or have 
been conſidered. as being, @ man, while he was in 
it; for he could not diveſt himſelf of his ſuperior 
and proper nature. However di/zuiſed, he would 
always, in fact, have been whatever he had been 
before, and would have deen ſo Nerz, by wy _ 
19 knew tym, 


Leaſt of all would Chrif have been 1 


op a man in reaſoning and argumentation, though 
his 


Di. HOUR S I E x. 93 
bis external appearance ſhould have ſo fur e put 

men off their guard, as to lead them to give him 
char appellation:* Had the apoſtle Paul conſidered 
Chriſt as being any thing more than 4 meny Wielt 
reſpect to his ture, he eould never have v 
with the leaſt ptopriety; or effect that aa. an 
cane derb jo by aw came isn Ihe reſur VATION f 
the dead. Lr . mighr have been eee 
replied," * This1s'nor the” caſe; for indeed by man 
« comes death but not yok but by:God, 
« or the ereator of man under God, TOWED he 
« reſurrection of the dead. 
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Tete is a 10 muede conſideratich which L would 
recommend to vo who maintain that Chriſt way 
cither God, or the maker of the world under God. 
It is this. The manner in which our Lord ſr 

of himſelf, and of the power by which he worked 
miracles, js inconſiſtent, according to the common 
conſtruction of language, with the idea of his 
being poſſeſſed of any proper power of his won 
more than other men had. 2 


If Chriſt was the maker of the world, and: if, 
in the creation, he exerted no power but what 
properly belonged to himſelf, and what was as 
much bis own as the power of ſpeaking or walking 
belongs to man (though depending ultimately upon 
that ſupreme power in which we all live, and 


1 move, and have our being) he could not with any 
NS P 


propriety, 
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falſe or — 


tion that Chriſt had ctedted all things, working 


derived ultimately” from 
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the Father *. 
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proptiety, and; without knowing that mak © 
* F bimſelf be could 
— that the 4verds robich be, ſpake were mt 
bi om, and that he father within. him did th 


wenka, For if any ordinary man, doing what 
other men uſually do, ſhould, apply this language 


to himſelf, and ſay that it was not he that ſpake ot 

, but God who ſpake and ated by him, and 
© quherwiſe he was not capable of ſo ſpeaking ot 
e all ve ſhould not ſcrup]e to ſay that his 
language was ä 4 ECO 


If this concluſion would be juſt upon the NT 


miracles by a Power p + 5 nf own, Cn 
much more force 


has it on the ſuppoſition of his working miracles by 
a power not derived from any being whatever, 
dor as much originally i in himſelf as the e of 
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It would als be a \ ſhocking abuſe G language 
and would warrant any kind of deception and im- 


That Chriſt was not the real maker of the world, but God 
the Fazher only, without the aid or inſtrumentality of any 
other being whatever, is abundantly evident from the ſcriptures, 
For a moſt ſatisfaQtory proof of this I refer my readers to Me. 
Lindſey's Sequel to his Apology, ch. ix. p. 451. 


If it be ſaid that this great pre-exiſtent being was diveſted 
of his former powers when he became man; it may be aſked, 
What uſe was there of ſuch a being? Why might hot 2 mere 
man have anſwered the purpoſe, if this ſuperior being mult be 
reduced to the [tate of man, in order to aft! his part on earth 


wich propriety ? 


Se | poſition, 


— 


poſition, if Chriſt could be ſuppoſed to ſly, ir 
his Father war greater than” be, and at the fame. 
time ſecretly mean only bis buman nature; whereas 
his divine nature was. at the ſame tim fully equal 
to that of the Father. Upon the ſame principle 
à man might ſay, that Chriſt never ſuffered; that 
he never died, or roſe again from the dead, mean- 
ing his divine nature only, and not his human. 
Indeed, Sir, there is no ule in language, nor any 
guard againſt deception, if fuch en as Nene 008 
to be moe n 
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You muſt, Sit, be much at a loſs, indeed, for 
arguments in ſupport of your doctrine of the trinity, 
when you look for any thing like it in heathen 
antiquity. * The notion of a trinity, you ſay, p· 
44, more or leſa removed from the purity; of the 

* chriſtian faith, is found to be à leading principe 
*in all the ancient ſchools of philoſophy, and in 
* the religions of almoſt all nations 3 and traces of 
« an early. popular belief of it appear: even.in the 
* abominable rites of idglatrous worſhip. Their 
information concerning it, you ſay, p. 45> 
could only be drawn from tradition, founded 
upon earlier revelations“ (meaning than thoſe of 
Moſes) * from the ſcatteted fragments of- the ans 
* cient patriarchal creed that creed which was unix 
* verſal before the defection of the firſt idolaters, 
* which the corruptions of idolatry, groſs and enor- - 
** mous as they were, could never — obliterate. 
H „Thus 
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1 Thus the; dodtrine of the trinity is rather: con- 
4 firmedthandiſcredited by the ſuffrage of the-heathen 
5 5 Ages; ſince the reſemblance. of the chriſtian faith, 
an the pagan philoſophy, in this article, when 
| 5 fairly interpreted, appears to be nothing leſs chan 
1f* Shpconſet of the lateft elt cert 


Wb troubling Jou with any remarks upon 
the « joint worſhip of Jupiter, Juno, and 3 
* the triad,” as you. call them, * of the Roman 
« cpitol, or the THREE MIGHTY ONES, in Satno- 
thrace, to which you ſay, p. 44, they may, be 
_ traced; and the worſhip of which in that place you 

—— with Euſebius, to be earlier than the days 
ere I ſay, without troubling you with any 

this moſt obſcure part of heathen 

| —— 5 concerning which there are many opi- 
nions, and your's I think che leaſt probable of them 
all, I will only afk you three BN W 
beg uo 8 e! * n 
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| 5 


Fit, Ache 0 eee ee 
of the trinity in the heathen philoſophy, and inthe 
heathen worſhip, why are there no more of them to 
be found. in the Jewiſh ſcriptures, and in the Jewiſh 

worſhip ? Secondly, If there be ſuch traces of the 
doctrine of the trinity in the Jewiſh-writings/ and 
worſhip, how came the Jews in our, Saviour's time, 
and alſo. the body of the Jewiſh nation, to this day, 
pot to diſcover theſe traces? - Thirdly, | If the 
Jews had been once in the poſſefion/ of thi 

Os but had Joſt it in the time of ou 


Saviour, 
LY a 
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Saviour, - why: did not he, wo reQified- other 
abuſes, rectify this, the moſt: important of thetii 
all ? Tertullian was ſo far from imagining that the 
worſhip of the trinity was known to the Jews, 
that, as I have obſerved, vol. i. p. 60, he makes 
the knowledge of the trinity peculiar to the ghrif- 
tian diſpenſation. The ſame was the opinion of 
eee 


Pr 


As #0 che. trinity of Plato, Kt LALLY a 
may know, or may not know, concerning it, it 
was certainly a thing very unlike yaur Athanaſtan 
doctrine; for it was never imagined that the then 
component members of that trinity were either 
ne *r * 

Every e that bus wet. e eee eee 
the doctrine of the trinity I -fcruple not to calb 
an inſult on the common ſenſe of mankind. 


When 1 read that of your's- mentioned above, vi. 


that the Father. is che fountain of deity, and that 
the ſecond. perſon in the trinity was produced by 
the firſt perſon contemplating his on perfettions, 
I can hardly help fancying that I am got back inte 
the very datkelt of the dark; ages, or at leaſt that I 


am reading Peter n e 
Duns Aen. 


You ſpeak. of ebe af an 
There is alſo, Sir, a catholic doftrine of tranſub. 
faniation ; and if you. would try your ſkill, you 
would find that, ee, 
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do in defending the former. The two docttines 


n A 0 SS T4067 |» 
from reaſon and ſcripture, :you would be juſt as 

able an advocate for the one, as 'yow are for the 
other; The learned catholics at the time of the 


reformation thought that they trod on as firm und 
as ſure ground in defending the latter, as you nοꝗ] 


ate ſo nearly akin, that they cannot bear a long 
ſeparation. They differ only in this, that the dot 
trine of tranſubſtantiation implies a phy/ical impoſſi- 
bility, whereas that of the trinity, as unfolded{in 
the Athanaſian creed implies a mathematical one 
and to this _ we n, * on hes 
oa SER Fes 0 eam 7 Tab 

12 am 2 25 RA 6 to find: i 
publiſhed at the requeſt of the reſpectable body of 
Cleigy to whom ãt was delivered, that che doctrine 


of a trinity, in its moſt objectionable form, muſt be 


maintained at all events by the proper members oi 


dium. Other divines of your church have attempted 
to explain and palliate it, ſo that it might be-hoped 
that, in time, it would have been explained away; 
and loſt; and at length have been ſtruck out f 
your. articles and forms bf worſhip z whereas now; 

it, ſeems, it is to be maintained in all its rigours 
0 as you recommend the writings of Bp. Bull 
without exception, I preſume you approve of his 
Defence of the dammatory clauſe in the Athanalian 
creed. (indeed you nientiop this among his: mill 
valuable works) and this in my opinion, is ging 
Err 
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But as you cannot bring back thoſe times, your | 
damnatory , clauſes, and en will 


now Have little effect. et as there are liberal 
ſentiments in your performance, I am willing to 
hope that, on re- conſideration, vou will, at leaſt, 
retract your recommendation of "_ piece of your 
favourite author. _ 
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However, next. to Wy church's r 
in this important article, it is to be wiſhed b 
the true friends of reformation, that your terms 
communion, p. 71, may be univerſally underſt 
and adhered to; for then I am confident. that a 
majority of the thinking clergy, whoſe ſentiments 
on this ſubje& are in genera), I believe, thoſe of 
Dr. Clarke, or Arian, and many bf them Socinian, 
would quit your communion at once. And in that 
caſe I have little doubt but that the characters and 
abilities of thoſe . gjeed clergy would be found to 
be ſuch as you could not now bear the want of; 
and then either a reformation, invita ecclefia, ora 
total diſſolution of the 1 wound. imme · 
diately follow. a 
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'O 'vindicate Euſebius, or his 8 
1 affetting that Theodarus was the firlt who 
advanced the doctrine of Chrift being a mere tnan, 
you fay, p. 37, * Thar Theodotus in this article 
« fo far furpaſſetr the earliet bereſſarchs, that the 
merit of being the inventor of the mere hums- 
» nity, in the preciſe and full meaniug of the 
«words, is with great propriety and trarh aſcribed 
m to him. When the Tres and the Ebionite 
22 that Jeſus had no exiſtence pre vicus 00 
5 8 0 . 8 and that he was literally and 
7555 the carpenter's fon, it might Juſtly 
| fad of them, that they aſferted che mere 
* humanity of the redeemer 1 efpecially as it could 
* nat be foreſeen, that the impiety would ever 
* go a greater length than this, of aſcribing to 
de him an origin merely human. Theſe heretics 
* however went no farther, as I canceive than to 
„deny our Lord's original divinity : they admitted 
« I knoy not what unintelligible exaltation of his 
6 er which took place, as they canceived, 
upon his aſcenſion, by which he became no lels 
„esel of world than if his nature had been 


. nally divine.“ 
originally ne. Ti 
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This be 1 . 1 
own authority or. I deſire to know where you 
find that the Ebionites paid any kind of aderation 
to Chtiſt, after he was: aſoended to Heaveh, v 
than Theodotus did. As the extraordinity POW f 
communitated to Chriſt hile he WI * — 
not make his nature more than human; 
could any power conferred upon wr Ag 
aſcenſton; and if God alone is che pr my 
of worſhip; Chriſt; being Mil! ur God, id as kfz 
proper an object of worſhip how, as be was el | 
fore. If any ancient unitarians whrhipee CHAR . 
after his aſcenſion (of whiely I bene ve thete Ty tid 
evidence) Theodotus might do it, and the Ebi- | 
onites might not, for any thing that Ap peirs to 
the contrary. Socinus prayed 80 Chiiſty though 
he conſidered him as © mere — bo hiv preſet 
exalted Hate. er eg { 
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As to e ee ai e reight 
be the firſt porſon who raoght the unitwigy Goel 
trine in Rome, which is à fæchtd pew whith' yo 
advance for the credit of Euſebius, he himſelf ſays 
nothing about it. And as Tertullian wb that i = 
his time the 1 nnd Toy the greater þ 
believers, it is kighly itn impro bable that the 5 
be none of them at Rome, where ther 4 RY 


conflux of all religions, and of Ae. . 


You here ſp peak of the wpity of them "4 | 
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ſuch langunge cvight be retotted upon yourſelf. If 
z be impiety to reduce a God to the ſtate of a mn 
is ãt not equally impious to raiſe any mati to A ſtate 
of equality with God; that Gd ho has declared that | 
he, will not give his glory to another, who! has no 
equa}, and, who in this reſpect ſtiles himſelf a jealous 
Sod This you may ſay reſpects the gods of the 
; beathens. But what were the heathen gods, but 
Ather the ſun, moon, and. ſtars, or dead men al 
cxeatures; of God, and deriying theit power from 0 
him,? And if Chriſt be not God, he muſt be t 

a 

I 
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creature of God too 3 for ee un. vs 1 
between eee eee 2216 i al 
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1 de not: call it impiegy io. you, voy it Gin 
nnn in my ears, to apply, as you do, the 
term doeh Father to Athanaſius. The eatholics, 1 
believe, apply it to Ignatius Loyola. Our Saviour 
applied it to his God and Father, and I wiſh it had 
 ghways remained ſo apprepriated. It is high time 
to drop chat ſtyle, even with 9 6 10 a more hol 
enn SHH N N 
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"Ina wa of great variety and extent, NE was well 
ware chat I could not expect to eſcape all over- 
"Sights ;" but T was confident they could nox be of 
much conſequence.” The expectation has been 
verified in both its parts. You have ſet me right 
Wich reſpedt to” the exattneſs of to 0 of mx 
teten; and | 1 Thopld have th | 
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;f you bad noted the overſight with;good-natare';/ = 
which would have done you no diſcredit," and 
eee en ae your. anim- 
bed [1 bat, n 208 Hüter W 04, 2 
NIN 118. N dg. 8 emen t. 
Bur in ſome of che cats in which you pretend to 
ſet me right, you are much one: N ng: 
I have been:' This is particularly the caſe with i 
to your. cenſure of r. Clarke and myſelf, con- 
cerning che piety aſcribed to the ancient unitarians 
by. Or, Origen. I have lately procured: the original, 
and I appeal to our readers whether you have not 
miſrepteſented the Wan 10 not a BC, 
Wy J af Alt 
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You ay P- LD. on «Origen Gow 8 
they were pious, but that they boaſted that they 
* were pious, or affected piety... Piety, you 
add, * and the affectation of piety, belong to 
4 oppoſite characters. According to you; there 
fore, Origen conſidered theſe unitarians as impious 
perſons, the very reverſe of pious. - But if the 

paſſage be carefully inſpected, it will appear that 
Origen, notwithſtanding he uſes the word-«xoperes, 
was far from repreſenting theſe ancient unitarians 
as only pretending to piety, and boaſting of it; but 
conſidered them as perſons who really dreaded leaſt, 
by admitting Chriſt to be God, they ſhould in 
upon the honour that was due 0 the Father only. 


* 1 By the nde b. #6 e eee 
chat which greatly diſturbs many n 
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plead a bier of picy, and who fear: ( dd maks 
$0.4wo, Gods “, I 


ſubjact, and introduces it as an objection of perſons 
wich whom he would not trifle, and whom die w 


far from charging with hypocriſy. -.** But ſince,” 


ay art it is probable that many may be 
«offended, becauſe. we fay that one is the true 


| „God, namely the Father, and beſides this true 


God there are many who are made Gods by 
participation; fearing that the glory of him, 
ho excels all creatures, ſnould be brought tlown 
to that of others, who attained: the appellation uf 
Gods, &c f. 5 On the whole, therefore, 1 think 
that Origen muſt have thought as reſpectfullj sf 
theſe early unitarians as I had repreſented him to 
do, and that he really conſidered them as objefting 
to the doctrine of POE CARE 
rene rar * . 75 
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mention is made of God's nothing but 

his on mord and wiſdom, I inadvertently uſed the 
or for and, as you obſerve, p. 48 ; b. 
do. not fee. ben de right. tndaſlMiva dg 65, a6 
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Edit. Huetti, vol. H. P. 46. 1 
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In tranſlsting the e i Theophilus in which wl 
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th, HOES UPEY wu 
fviourable” to mr argiimenk, as: e may ill bein. 


necefliily- 


or 10 — wha by ao meant 
implies that the oH amd ti v God were difs 
tinct perſons. However, I have other inſtances in 
proof of what I have advanced that ure not liable to 
any charge of eras, rp — therefore behoved 
any emer 72193702 "2 IHTCIQONR rod 
Te e eee wet 3: ttt iet eb A AN 
1 — Seen e 
ceming his ini It Was im eonſequence of Mis 
ling a ſingular verb inſtead of a pura; bur 1 have 
oo doubt of your tranffatiem, p. 39, being (right; 
and ſhalt adopt it. Tam ſtill, however; fully fatif- 
fied,” that neither Pheophilis, hor re of big 
age, made a 
for they had no/ideavf- the” perſect 7 fect 
nt yi quires to — 7 10 
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You ay. p. ﬆ 6 that they ſcrupled not wiſts s 


* an equal divinity to all the three perſons.” If by 
equal divinity you' mean 'Gificrhing that 'might/ be 
equalty ealled i, rhough im a different ſenſe;'? 
admit it; but that wilt: make nothing for your A. 
nity. And” that the farhers: defote” the Council 6f 
Nice aſſerted, in the: moſt explicit aner, the fu 
periority of the Father to the Sonn ſee my thir@ 
"TIE wen {qo will find N Nos por! 
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- axon dot not deny. But il, in their aden ibe b 
der had been uo more entitled to the appe latin oi 
Vo rhan the Son, ot the . 

tail y haye couſmed the uſe of the word God id ex 


pteſßs divinity in general, and bave uſed the word'Fe. ll Þ 
tier; and not God, when they really meant the-Father cc 
only, exclufively of the two other perſons. Had there er 

been no proper correlative to the word San, 5a per. 0 
ſon, your explanation might have been attended to, al 
but ſinee the term Father is perfectly correlative to ar 
the term Son, and; as familiar, it wauld certainly hat is 
been! uſed by them tc denote the Father, a8 well 8 d 
the term Son to denote the Son. It is natur, p 

2 


therefore, to conclude: that their cuſtom of ullng 
the term God to denote the Father only. Was de 
rived to them from earlier. times, in which no other 
than the Father was deemed to be God, jn any pro 
per ſenſe of the word. This language was conti 
nued long after, _ a change of ens, it ceaſed 
ö e proper, | Holgin 79407 18111 9 418 19 .Qq TR 90 
vd r ande cot. lis 03 Wini vid WU} * 
8 Very happily, e e God, is ſtill, ia cen 
uſes, appropriated. to the Father, ſo char dong but 
profeſſed Theologians- are habitually Trigitatiam 
and probably not even theſe at all, times; and: 
While the ſeriptures are read without the commeu 
of men, the Father alone will be conſidered * 
and the ſole object of worſhip, excluſjvely af he 
Son or the Spirit. But while a different dodine 
is taught in chriſtian ſchools, and continually held 


upito the world in the writings of chriſtian diyines, 
| thoſe who are not chriſtians, eee, 
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receive à very una vourable impreſſion of our re- 


ligion 4 and the manifeſt abſurdity and impiety of 


our doctrine will effectually prevent its reception 
by them. I therefore think it of dhe greateſt 
conſequence to chriſtianity, that this doctrine of the 
trinity (which 1 conſider as one of ts moſt radical! 


corruptions) ſnould be renounced, in the moſt open 


and unequivocal manner, by all thoſe whoſe minds 
are ſo far enlightened as to be convinced that it 
is a corruption and an innovation in the chriſtian 
docttine, the reverſe of what it qvas in its primitive 
purity ; and that they ſhould exert nee 
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HAVE no anne my fen Ms to your OY 
adverſions on my © Hiſtory, e nothing! 
that J think to be of any conſequence to your 
argument. IF you ſhould think that T have over. 


looked any thing material, and pleaſe to point it 
out to me, I will anſwer it'as explicitly as I can; 


for I hope that this will only be the beginalng 8 of | 
our correſpondence on the ſub e&t, as I W u 


Badly diſcuſs it with you' in the fülleſt müder, 
L only 


dl u „6 we 
the pains to ſtudy the ſcriptures themſulves muſt 
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been ſo cautious, and ſo ſucceſsful in the inveſtig- 


$10 LETT TT HQ % F 
Jony wiſhr for your: O ſake, and for che mant 
advantageous in eſtigation of the truth, chat you 
would drop that ſarcaſtic manner of writing, which 
is ſo conſpicuous: in the greater part of ur pet 
ſormance, and I ſhould think, peculiatly improper 
for the occalion on which ãt was compoſed. That 
mode of writidg-is allo inconſiſtent with the eum - 
pliments you ſometimes pay me, unleſs you meant 
eee e 15 nner OY br 
E Dan 7g R 307 vet oh fi 
Fr — of Aan are, a rather 
imprudent, and unfavourableito your purpoſe;: 4 In 
<< philoſophical. ſubjects, you ſay, p. 29. Dr. 
C Prieſtley would be the laſt. — from prin- 
* ciples aſſumed without proof. But in divinity 
and eccleſiaſtical hiſtory, he expects that his | 
« own aſſertion, or that of writers of his own 
«© perſuaſion, however uninformed or prejudiced, 
<« ſhould paſs with the whole chriſtian world for 
80 pooh of the boldeſt barem.“ 
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You ſhould, bat n e contin — | 
lay theſe things before your readers ; dbecauſe/it i 
very, poſlible that they may draw. a very different 
concluſion, from them; and think that, if I han 


tion of truth in one province, I may, having de 
ſame talents, make the ſame ſucceſsful application 
of them in other provinces. For the ſame men | 
habits, generally. accompany. the ſame. men, in 
every ſcene of life, and in every mode of exertion. | 
W nn 
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bable that a work written with ſo much care and 
attention, by ſuch à perſon as you deſcribe me to 
be, ſhould deſerve the character which you give of 
mine. No work, you ſay, p. 66, * w. 
« ever ſent aht oad under the title of hiſtory, con- 
« taining leſs of truth than his, in proportion to its 
volume.“ The paſſages which I have quoted, p. 
4, 11, 14. aud 89, are groſs and coarſe inſults 3 but 
they affect yourſelf only, and nat me. This is more 
extraordinaty, as in other parts of your work, 
you write with great candour and hberalicy.; Your 
concluſion I particularly admire, My addreſs to you 


on the ſutet of neceffity eee. 


fs was N pre iNiberal in you, — — 
I am willing to hope you will never repeat, to 
uſe the term, conventicle, p. 28, in ſpeaking of the 
places of public worſhip, in which I and. Mr, 
Lindſey officiate, Would not that contemp- 
ruous appellation have applied equally, well to 
the ſocieties of the primitive chriſtians, or to 
thoſe of all che diſſeaters from the church of 
Rome befare- the reformation? And; what is it 
that has given your places of public. worſhip a 
more honourable. title, but the ſanction of the 
civil powers, with which my xeligion_never had 
any alliance. I glory in ſuch independenee, and 
opprobrium. 


By 3 is ally meant an alen | 
afenbh. But ſince the late aq of parliament in 
tavour of Diſſenters, our places af worlbjn are 
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aö legal as yours. The only Aeses bes 
them is, that ours are not ſupported” by the 
wealth of the ſtate; as yours ate; fo that U an 
unjuſtly compelled to contribute to your main 
tenanee, while you, inſtead of paying any thing 
towards mine, inſult me for it. Out meeting bouſe 
ate equally known to the laws, and protected b, 
them. If by conventicles you meant nothing 
more than a term of reptoach, the good mannen 
of the preſent age ought to have Protected them 
from fuck an lute." ei ei Wini 
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If your piide; as — p. 71; and the 


contemptuous airs you give yourſelf with reſ 

to diſſenters, be founded on the idea of your 
being a member of à great Mablihment; pray, 
Sir, what is your church eſtabliſhment in chi 
country? It is a thing of yeſterday; compared 
to the far more ancient, and venerable*churck ot 
Rome, whoſe members conſider yoda & ſebiſmatic 
and a. /e?ary, as much as myſelf. If, Uf the con- 
trary, you boaſt of your ſeparation from'the churth 
of Rome, that mother of 'barlots, and abomination, 
conſider Hat the community of chriſtians to which 
I belong, is ſeveral removes” farther from her 
than yours, and is therefore leſs likely to be ny 
of theſe barlott, of which ſhe is the mother. 


: AN — 1 1 


On any conſideration, therefore, 1 think that 
a ſtyle of greater modeſty would have become 
you better. The time is approsching that 
will try every man's work, what it it; and if ve 
3 N 5 learn 
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learn, the pure faith of the goſpel, and our lives 
be conformable to it, it will not then be inquired 
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RH 
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"the whether we learned. i it in a church or a conventicle; 
Len in a church, ſuch as you have acceſs to, and from x 
_ which 1 am excluded, or in ſuch d as 
2 the ph were contented With. ©" 

d by As you n and Neu W v3 
ing WW writings of Biſhop Bull, with which, I on, 1 
ners 


was but little acquainted, I have been induced 
to purchaſe them; and having looked pretty care- 
fully through them, - I find they have been the chief 
ſtore-houſe of weapons to yourſelf and others. 
Having found, therefore, where your great ſtrength 
lies, I canndt help wiſhing that you would publiſh 
the whole of your great champion's works in Eng- 
liſh, and thus put forth all your ftrength at once. 
It would give me fincere pleaſure to ſee you do 


this, and at the lanes time to avow 1 their 
defender. 


As you rank yourſelf, p. 5, 3 Fe thoſe 
* whom the indulgence of providence has re- 
© leaſed from the more laborious offices of the 
« prieſthood &, to whom your more occupied 
* brethren have a right to look up for ſupport 
e and ſuccour in the common cauſe,” this may 
be one of the © ſervices,” to which * you ſtand | 
* peculiarly engaged,” as well as to anſwer 


I find no trace of any chriſian friefibood in the New 
Teſtament, except what belongs to all chriſtians, ho are 
bguratively Riled Kings and Priefis unto Gm. 
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SO: Se © X © ith {54 
| "hy Hifory of the St „i 
| you ſay for them“ {ſpeaking of thoſe among 
hom you rank yourſelf) * to: ſtand foith the 
% champions of the common faith, and the ad. 
-««'yocares of their order. It is for them to wipe 
« off the aſperſions injuriouſly caſt upon the ſon; 
* of the eſtabliſhment, as uninformed in the 
«© true grounds of the doctrine which they teach, 
or infincere in their belief of it. To this duty 
they are indiſpenſably obliged by their provi 
, denial exemption from work of a hardet kind, 
«Tr is the proper buſineſs of the "ſtation which 
is allotted them in Chriſt's houſhold. '"And 
. deep will be their ſhame, and infupportable 
A their puniſhment, if in the great day of rec 
v kohing ir ſhould appear, that they have teceived 
de the wages of a ſervice which hath neyer been 

| "Pres . | 


T am glad, Sir to find 1 you c ew 
ſenſe of the important duties of your elevated 
ſituation; and thinking the tranſlation of biſhop 

' Bull's works to be naturally compriſed in your 
deſcription of the duties incumbent wpon'you u 

it, I am ready to join with your weaker bretbre, 

- as you call them (whoſe atrainments you repre 
ſent as very low) in inviting you to undertake it; 
| imagining, as I ſincerely do, that the cauſe ol 
truth will be promoted by it. And to ſome of 
thoſe weaker brethren, it may be more agreeable 
as well as take up leſs time, to read biſhop Bull's} 
Works in Engliſh than in Latin. In my opinion} 
3 | * 


what you. call the laborious offices of the pricſt- 


hood, as well as engaged in a variety of other pur - 


ſuits, I ſhall not think it any great addition to my 


labours, if I undertake to n 


as you may think yourſelf, fuppogged.. 


You have, I perceive, ſome. advantages which I 
have not, eſpecially. in having acceſs to ſcarce hooks. 
I, for inſtance, had not ſo much as heard of the 
work of Daniel Zuicker, from which you ſuppoſe 
| have borrowed moſt of my, arguments; whereas, 


you appear to be well acquainted with it, 7 20 


che writings of that author, or you could not 
ſaid as you do, p. 9. Nor is a ſingle arg 
„to be found in the writings either of Zuicl 
« or Epiſcopius, which is not unanſwerably con- 


« fured by our learned Dr. George Bull, afterwards 


„Lord Biſhop of St. David's, in three celebrated 
« treatiſes, which deſerve the particular 


attention | 
« of every one who would take upon him to be 


« either à teacher, or an W l of the chriſtian 
« faith. ob 


You and not” anions” al 557 * 
with borrowing from a work Which, though in 


your poſſeſſion, you might have known. was not 
very common. A learned friend, whom I deſired 


to enquire for it, tells me, that it is not to be found 
at any bookſellers in London, in the Brel Mu- 


I's 
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no writings are more eaſy to be refured chan thoſe 
of this biſhop; . And though, incumbered with 
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that at laſt be enquired of particular rietiigh 


deuvour, however, to makt the molt of ſuch books a 


th theſe ſtudies, is a ſincere lovt of truth, and 

4 vol and patient mveſtigation of it, which 1'ſhall 
 erideavour to cultivate. 1 hope alſo to keep my 
9 . always open to conviction, and that I ſhall 


it will give me to continue this correſpondence, 


rs 4783. : 


—» nay. —— ( ———˖C—ADcss —— — U — — ent ar 
5 . 
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um or in the Bodleian er Sion libraries; af 


moſt likely to have it, but none of them could 
tell him where it was to be met with . I ſhall &n: 


1 have, G dime VY Wong "we 1 8 0 1 


more. 4 7 | ? 


| But what is" of te trop i , 


ot neglect to avail myſelf of any light that may 
de furniſhed me, from friend or from foe. < 


Hoping wo ber from you 4s fon &. 18 
eihme will permit ; and aſſuring you of the pleaſure 


till each of us ſhall have advanced what may der 
id us on the ſubſeck. lam, 


Ar "De Fe, © |... Wo 2% . 
tho Toer very humble Servant, 3 
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pa. 1 find in the General Biagraphical Didiezay, al; the 
Urtiche Comentns, that Zuieker wrote three defences of his offyiinl 
work, entitled, Ienicin Irenicorum, in anſwer to Comenius g and 
that biſhop Bull was accuſed by D. Crellias of not having 
read thoſe pieces, for want of which he cenſured Züicker for 
dome things which he otherwiſe would not have objefted 
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N this Poſtſcript, belles adding a few | FS) 
1 and obſervations relating to the ſubject of the | 
preceding letters, I ſhall inſert a few larger articles, 
that yy the and, in Went | 


"ot # 


The original extracts Aol Origen" $ l ae | 
| do, p. 19, 20, are the following: 2 


* 


The old Latin Verſion, 850 W Wo 

ER. 
Et cum videris. eos qui ex Jadzis. crediderunt in 8 
aliquando quidem ex Maria et Joſeph cum eſſe putantes; 
aliquando autem de fola Maria et ſpiritu ſancto, Wehn Kt. 
In Matt. Tract. 13, Opera Latine, vol. ii. p. —_ ed bi 
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27 be Grack of Huetius 5 e 


Kat emay ng r a Io wiftuor]o) 115 Tov Ineuy vn 
epi Tu gane win, ere per ox "mapies 5 Te Incuo 
oioutray avloy wei, eri fuer ex fupiag fc Nene Y u Ot 
cod. 1 r 5 u, Tis ep! ye VEOATY lag, ii, 
&c, Comment in Wat. Ed. Huetii, vol. i. p. 427. 


. The paſſage referred to, 9. 2 (THE 


Znto ti Suracai mores ey e, tngeriporTas wa wnrnen 
To (Croreie x, lotet apt THY £15 Iuau vici, ug are 
Ter era, ot TW gag cy" T2] 175 wkes adler 
* gn . Ibid, p. 428. 
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P. 35 That Irenæus did not mean 8 8 
ſentence of what we ſhould now call damnation upon 


the Ebionites is, I think, evident from what he 


ſays concerning them in the 21ſt chap. of his third 
book, and which has the appearance of great harlh- 
neſs. If they perſiſt,” he ſays, “ in their error, 
not receiving the word of incorruption, ' they 
&« continue in mortal fleſh, and are ſubject to death, 
not receiving the autidote of life ?. The idea 
of this writer, and. that of the F athers i in genera), 
was that Chriſt recovered for man that immorts- 


lity which Adam had loſt ; ſo that without his 
interference the whole race of mankind muſt have 


periſhed in the grave. This he repreſents as th: 


puniſhment of the Ebionites. But he certainly * 


could not mean that the Ebionites, as ſuch, ſhould 


continue in the grave, while all the reſt of mankind 
ſhould riſe from the dead. He muſt, therefore, 
have meant, not that they in particular, but that 
mankind in general, could have had no enn 
if their doctrine had been true. 5 
P..34- Clemens Alexandrinus makes F 
mention of berefies. Almoſt the whole of his ſeventh 
book of Stromata, relates to that ſubject. He 


Non recipientes verbum incorruptionis perſeverant in 
carne mortali, et ſunt debitores mortis, . vitæ non 
acciptentes. Lib. 3» Cap. 21, p. 248. 


mention 
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mentions fourteen different hereſiarchs by name, 
a a araFas - 
bear any relation to. the Ebionites, or any ſpe- 
cies of unitarians, all of them reſpecting Gnoſtics 
only. He particularly. ſpeaks of the pride of 
heretics in general, in pretending to deep ſcience 3 
whereas the Ebionites were always deſcribed in a 
very different manner, and were generally treated 
with contempt, as well as abhorrence. On the 
other hand, Whitby ſays, that this writer ſpeaks 
of the doctrine of the Logos being emitted from 
the Father at pleaſure, and recalled into him again, 
(which . Juſtin. Martyr mentions, and which was 
hardly different from proper unitarianiſm, beivg | 
the doctrine of Noetus, Praxeas, Sabellius, and Mar- vv 
cellus of Ancyfa) with approbation. He alſo ſays — 
it is particularly remarkable, that Juſtin Martyr, | { 
though he did not approve of this doctrine, paſſes 
it without any dealer of mark of debe e on 


D q 


P. 34. 1 have not been able to find any hag 
ticular account of this excommunication of the 
Ebionites by the Fathers, mentioned by Jerom; 
but 1 think it very poſſible, that it might have 
been nothing more than what was done by Victor, 
biſhop of Rome, when he excommunicated all 
the Eaſtern churches (of whom the Ebionites 
vere the chief) becauſe they obſerved the Jewiſh 
rules in fixing _ rime of Eaſter; ſo that in this 
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a Semtentions han quam mia et Praxeam, $ibaltos 
propugnavit, Clementi Alexandrino ex pzdagogia ſua placuiſſe- 
non why ratione exiſtimo. — Modeſtæ, p. 173. 
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excommunication no mention might be made of 
any-ather tenet or cuſtom of theirs, beſides this in · 
ſtance of their obſtinate adherence to Judaiſm; 
The rule laid down by Victor was aſterwards con 
firmed by the council of Nice, but I beliee 
without any ſentence of excommunication on 
thoſe who did not conform to it. If any perſon 
Will give me any more light with reſpeck to this 
1 L ſhall e Ge er. n n e 
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0 the conduit 7 of the Sue, 4 55. rich 


en 


To theſe obſeryations 1 would add, that a3, 
among the twelve apoſtles, there muſt have been 
men of very different tempers and abilities, it is not 
probable that they ſhould all have agreed in con- 
ducting themſelves upon the plan, of not divulg 
ing the doctrine of the divinity of their maſter, 
till their hearers were ſufficiently perſuaded of his 
meſſiahſnip. Some of them would hardly have 
been capable of ſo much refinement, and they 
would certainly have differed about the ine When 
it was proper to divulge ſo great a ſecret, Be- | 
ſides, the mother of Jeſus, and many other per- 
ſons, of both ſexes; muſt have been acquainted 
with it. For that this ſecret was ſtriftly confined 
to the twelve Apoſtles, will hardly be maintained. 
And yet we have no account either of. their in- 
ſtructions to act in this manner, or of any differ- 
ence of s or of conduct, with W to * 

t 


3 
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i wigbt have been expected alſo, that mne in 
formation that a perſon whom they firſt converſed 
wich as a man, was either God himſelf, or the 

maker of the world under God; ſhould have been 
received with ſome degree of doubt and heſita- 
tion by ſome or other of them eſpecially as they - 

had been ſo very hard to be perſuatied of the truth 
of his reſurrection, though they had been fo fully 
apprized of it before hand. And yet, in all the 
hiftory of the apoſtles, there is the ſame profound 
ſilence concerning this cireamfſtance, and every 
other depending on the whole ſcheme, as if no 
ſuch thing had ever had any exiſtence, but in the 
imaginations ' of Athanaſius, Chryſoſtom, and 
thoſe other Fathers who maintained it; which T 
therefore believe to have been the caſe, and that 
they invented this hypotheſis, in order to ac- 
count for the early riſe and general ſpread of the 
unitarian docttine, which they could not deny 
and of which it may therefore be —— as 
very good 6 N 


Of the excommunication of Theodotus by Vier. 

It may be objected to the evidence of Tertul- 
lian concerning the major part of chriſtians being 
unitarians, that about the ſame time Victor, 
biſnop of Rome, excommunicated Theodotus 
of Byzantium for denying the divinity of Chriſt; 
which it may be thought he would not have yen- 
tured to do, if the popular prejudices had not 
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been with him in this bufneſa I do 0 
however, that there is any contrariety between theſe 


two facts, when the en wenn them 
are duly end. TTY ts 


„Denman lived | in " * a 


n ee ian oed, 
doctrine than there was at Rome, as we my 


collect from the remarkable popularity of-Sabellius 
in that country, and other circumſtances. Atia- 
naſius alſo, who complains of many perſons of low 


underſtanding favouring the ſame principles, um 


of the ſame country, reſiding Chiefly in Egypt; 


though he had ſeen a great part of the chriſtian 


world, and was no doubt well acquainted with aft. 
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we ſhould likewiſe conſider the peculiarly. Malen 


character of Victor, who was capable 


capable of doing 


en W _ have. enn 


e n 


„I disk it very pichable that in the Melons edn 


Roman empire in general, there were always fewer ugnitarians 
than in the Eaſtern parts ; becauſe the goſpel was not preached 
ſo early in the Weſtern parts, perhaps not to any great extent 
till the greater part of the clergy were infected with platoniſm, 
This might have been the caſe, eſpecially in ſo remote # country 
as Gaul, where Irenzus reſided, and may account for. his 
treating the doQrine of the Ebionites with more ſeverity than 
Juſtin, who lived in the Eaſt, where they were more numero. 
On the ſame principles we may account for the prevalence 
of Arlaniſm in all the barbarous nations bordering on the 
Roman empire. They had been converted to chriſtianity chiefly 


by perſecuted Arians. But Arianiſm was at length ſuppreſſed ? 
by the influence of the church of Rome, which alſo eps 


do excommunicate. the 4 N err b in the deren of 
| Theodotus. e. | e 
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being the ſame: perſon who excommunicated all the ' 
Eaſtern churches, + becauſe they did not obſerve 

Eaſter at the ſame time that the Weſtern churches 
did; for which he was much cenſured, even _ 
many biſhops | in the Weſt. 


1 

4 
14 
* 


ef 

Such an bn e en ae Tha 
was by no means the ſame thing with cutting a 
perſon off from communion with any particular 
church, with which he had been uſed to communi- 
cate. Theodotus was a ftranger at Rome, and it 
is very poſſible that the body of the chriſtian church 
at Rome did not intereſt themſelves in the affair 
the biſhop, and his clergy, only approving of it. 
For I readily grant that, though there were ſome 


learned unitarians in all the early ages of rene 7 3 


the majority of the clergy were not ſo. 


Theodotus, beſides being a inks at Nane 
was a man of ſcience, and is ſaid by the unitarians 
to have been well received by Victor at firſt; To 
that it is very poſſible that the latter might have been 
inſtigated to what he did by ſome quarrel va 
them, of which we have no account. DT ITY: 


Upon the whole, therefore, hank Victor ex- 
communicated this Theodotus, who was a ſtranger, 
and had perhaps made himſelf conſpicuous, ſo as 
to have given ſome. cauſe of umbrage or jealouſy 


to him, it is very poſſible that a great pro» 
portion of the lower kind of people, who made no + 


noiſe or diſturbance, might continue in communion 


with © | 
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and that it became extinct long 3 


Plato had borrowed from Moſes, mentions the 


"aw. not Ae to 95 any 2 of 
r. "Horſley's ſuppoſition, that Theodotus might " 
hold the. unitarian doctrine in bane more offenſive 
form than that of the ancient Ebionites, and chere 
fore mig more liable to excommunication; 
cauſe both Tertullian and Theodoret fay that he 
believed the miraculous conception, and it is n 
Epiphanius (who lived long after the time of Ter- 4 
tullian) who aſſerta the contrary *, It is, indeed, | 
etty certain that the opinion of Jeſus being the ſoa 
of Joſeph began ſoon to give way early to the | 
authority of the goſpels of Matthew and Luke, 


of the eee of Waker 0 
| _— . N. , 1 5 

o Jai Mates account if the + tot 7 * | 

of | | chriſtians of Tow rank. ND | 


ES © 

4 is likewiſe ſaid that the belli, of 
Tertuflbas is expreſsly contradicted by, Jultis 

Martyr +, who in giving an account of the ©it- | 

cumſtances in which the platonic philoſophy | 

agreed, as he thought, with the doctrine f 

Moſes, but with reſpect to which he ſuppoſed that 


* 1 — S—_ am „ ws & Fa n 7 


following particulars, .viz. © the PORT which 


. ® Tillemont's Memoirs, vol. vii. p. 116; 3 
1 Edit. Thrilby, p- 88. e 
«way 
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« was after the firſt-God, or the Logos,” aſſuming 
the figure of a" crofs' in the univerſe," borrowed! 


from the fixing up of a ſerpent (which repreſent- 
ed Chriſt) in the form of a croſs in the wilderneſs;: 
and a third principle, borrowed from the init 
which Moſes ſaid moved on the face of the water 
at the creation; and alſo the notion of ſome fire, 
or conflagratibn, bortowed fromm ſome figura- 
tive expreſſions in Moſes relating to the anger 
of God waxing hot. Theſe things,“ he ſays, 
« we do not borrow from others, but all others 
« from us. With us you may hear and learn 
« theſe things from thoſe who do not know the 
« form of the letters, who are rude and barbarous 
« of ſpeech, but wiſe and underſtanding in mind; 
« and from ſome who are ehe lame and blind; ſo 
« that you may be convinced that theſe things . 
« not faid by human wiſtom, but by "ths 
2 power of Gude 2 
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But all that my can infer Fro this paſſage 42 
that theſe common people had learned from 
Moſes that the world was made by the power and 
wiſdom (or the Logos) of God; that the ſerpent 

in the wilderneſs reprefented Chriſt; and that 
there was a ſpirit of God that moved on the face 
of the waters; in ſhort, that theſe plain people 
had been at the ſource from which Plato had bor- 
rowed his philoſophy. It is by no means an e 
plicit declaration that theſe common people 


thought that the Logos, and the ſpirit, were per- 
fons aii from God. Juſtiti was not wrfring 


+ -w JT 


. 50" RP" "lg 


— 


with 


*. 1 TT ESN 1 0 


wich a view as cht queſtion; as Tertwlliag. uy 
bur only meant to ſay how much more kno; 
was to be found among the loweſt of the chrif 

tians than among the wiſeſt of the heathen phi. 
. loſophers. - Py IRR * Fs þ % 8 5 b Eh 


Beſides, Juſtin is here boaſting of the know: 

| ledge of theſe lower people, and it fayoured his 
purpoſe to make it as conſiderable as he could, | 

| whereas Tertullian is complaining of the circum: | 
p ſtance which he mentions, ſo that nothing; but 
the conviction of a diſagreeable truth could have | 
extorted it from him. The ſame was * caſe 

_ reſpect to Ae, 


| That che common 7 7 in Juſtin's time 
/ mould underſtand. his doctrine concerning the | 
- perſonification of the Fay pak is, in itſelf, highly 
improbable. That this gos, which. was ori- 
ginally in God the ſame thing that reaſon is in 
man, ſhould at the creation of the world aſſume 
a proper per/onality, and afterwards. animate. the 
body of Jeſus Chriſt, either in addition to abu 
man ſoul, or inſtead of it, is not only very abſurd, 
but alſo ſo very abſtruſe, that it is in the highel 
degree improbable, 4 priori, that the common 
people ſhould have adopted it. The ſcriptures, 
ID in which they were chiefly converſant, could never | 
teach them any ſuch. thing, and they could net 
have been capable of entering into the philolo- | 
phical refinements of Juſtin , on the fue 
men common People ſhould har 
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believed as Tertullian and Athanaſius repreſent | 
them to have done, viz. that there is but one 
God; and that Chriſt was a man, the meſſenger 
or prophet. of God, and no ſecond God at all, the 


rival as it were of the firſt God, is a thing 
bighly credible in itſelf, and cherer requires 


leſs mung nn re e e ee * i 
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Of the N in „ Tubin 3 concerning the 
Unitarians of bis tine 
I think myſelf poſſeſſed of ſo much evidence 
in favour of the unitarian doctrine having been 
maintained in the firſt ages of chriſtianity, that T 
have no occaſion to be ſolicitous about trifles with 
reſpect to it 3 and even with regard to the much- 
conteſted 
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Edit. Thinldy, p- 236. 


Thus ter dered by my opponent the Monthly Reviewer! 


There are ſome of our profeſſion who acknowledge him to be 
the Chriſt, and yet maintain that he was a man born in the 
natural way; to whom I could not yield my aſſent, no not 
even if the majority of chriſtians ſhould think the ſame; 
becauſe we are commanded by. Chriſt himſelf not to rely on 
human doctrines, but to receive thoſe which were puhliſhed by 
the bleſſed prophets, and which he himſelf taught us 
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vonteſted paſſage in J uſtin Martyr, „ 
and of which-I made ſome uſe in my late Fi 
vol. i. p. 17, it is quite ſufficient for my putpoſt 
that the writer here ſpeaks of unitarians with tender 
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1. Let it \ be confdered dur, in * . 
well as in his writings in general, he labvurs the 


nefs, and is far from treating them as heretics and 
in this I think every reaſonable man, ho conſiden 


the manner in which this writer ſpeaks of berwig 
in general (on which occaſion he ſpecifies none but 
Gnoſtics) will agree with me. If any perſon think * 
_ otherwiſe, I have nothing farther to ſay, and ou 
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I cannot enen eue with my learned 
aa that this paſſage more critically ena. 


*mined,. furniſhes. a ſtill ſtronger evidence in favour 


F 


” 4 


f of the pre-exiſtence of Chriſt, ſhewing that 
is eee ron IE by 


Ps . 1h Vidaicitar, more literal! M bas: 4 


There are ſome of our race [viz. Gentiles] who acknowledge 
him to be the Chriſt, and yet maintain that he Was s man 
born in the natural way, to whom I do not aſſent, though the 
majority may have told me chat they had been n mn: 
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urs age 


e of ue and then it ſhould be rendered ſome af 


our race, meaning the Jewiſh chriſtians, But 2 is no nue | 
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alto driturible From the Wriciogs: of) Moſes) and 


other parts of the Jewiſh ſeriptures, wichout re- 


g to any other Writer in ſuppott turrets 


4d n lie eee eee 
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674. kr does not uſe u Bügle acri monious pu 
fon againſt thoſe who differed fromihim with reſpect 
to itz: which is juſt as any man would doiwhotſhould 
write-in defence of a novel, or not very prevalent 
opinion, and o of: Which himſelf was the principal 
abettor. a retreat in caſe he ſhould 
nut be able to provt his point ; ſaying that, though 
he ſhould fail in this; it would not-follew-that he 
vas miiſtaken in the other; for that ſtill Jeſus 
might be the Meſflah (which was evidently a 
matter of the firſt conſequence with him) though 


he ſhould've nn more than a man. 
» Tit: 1030 VT! 11 B. * Hat ( 00 .CHN ih þ 64 5 | 


3. He talks ab with Fra le IR 
thority of any number of men, even is fellow 
chriſtians, but would adhere to the: Morde of 
Chniſt,, and the ſenſe of ſeripture which is a ſtyle 
almoſt peculiar to thaſe 4 
, dor at lenſt not very prevalent. 
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1 The: phtaſe en I: agree: with. — . 
*- mHority.of chriſtievs, who may have qbzeee 
to my opinions -which is nearlyctho,;rpoft; lite- 
ral rendering of the ipdſfage: (thoutzi i would not 
de underſtood tp laomanths ſtrefs: un thats circum; 
tee) will datt. be... condditagd: 80 - mean 
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that the majority were with him, yet that it would 


I chereſore think that, upon tho whole, the hu, 


trom that which in his time was c mmonly e 


ſuaſion that I have, from other independent 


mean to inſinuate the contrary. Another petſon, 


In this caſe L only wiſh that he would Gaſppendbi 


, 
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that the nijoticy-aftually-did make the objeſtion, 
7 e e. chey agu malte itt 14: 


twat 10 noqqut ai ni ado yoo n 
When I conſider theſe circumſtances, ..and.alfo 


how apt all perſons are to make their own 

more numerous than it really!is,/4:aminclifie& 
thinſt that even if the paſſage might beat ſuel 
4 coniſtruction as that Juſtin mt᷑ant to imfinnüte 


not be the moſt natural conſtruction, or 4 ſufft- 
cient authority to conolude that ſuch Nis the ſuſt. 


fage has all the appearance f an upaldgy (uluch is 
all; that I have aſſerted) for an opinion different 


celred on the ſubject, wpStno» M at % We 
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I am, no doubt, influenced in my conſtruc- 
tion of this particular paſſage, by tlie per- 


t eri 
dence, that the unitarians were; in fact, the ms 
Jority of chriſtians in the time of | Juſting: this 
cherefore knew this to be the caſe, and eauld nat 


having a different perſuaſion concerning the Rate 
of opinions in that age, will naturally -bedaclined 
to put a different conſtruction upon this paſſage. 


judgment” till de has attended to my:othebargs- 
ments ; and afterwards he may pethapꝭ ſoe wit 
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tefers to ural deſtent; and I; therefore conelude 
that Juſtin here meant nor! chriſtiaas in general, 
but ,genule; chriſtians in particular 4: -becauſe, 
as he. is oppoſiag the opinion concerning Chriſt, 
which made hie 40 bee man born.of men, not to 
the, doctrine gf, the mingrulougi conception. but 
only to his pre- exiſtence, the only ãdea that he had 
in his mind, and to which he attended, was that 
of his mple humanity and we have poſitive evi- 
the Jewib 

ſome of 


chuiſtians, ſo chat he ShId ! notdpe 


| them holding, it nd others noh Whereas, the 


gentile . o. hat ſubject z 
and ſome of them even later 4han this, viz. in 
be time of Oſige na. held chat in ae ſtricteſt ſens 
of the expreſſioa. Jeſus was a man horn of mem 
being;the ſon of Joſsph as well ag af NMary, I the 
ſote Think, 4baz. Juſtia, meant the, .geatile, chaiſe | 
tians, omitting the Jewiſh. chriſtians, ».whols 
ſendiments he omigh t Suppoſe 39: have been well 
kaown- 9 learned Jews, with whom he es 
era dadpen vad ! .25te> 1altingg Slot 
10 Nati ati ni iin fors.chat' 104 19\yem 
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in the ſtricteſt ſenſe of the phraſe; und thereſtit 


td be a mam bern of man; were not u wth 


— 


that, In this reſpect alſo; there cbuld "have. Fed 
no pretenee ſur any ihfinbatien that | theJewih 
chriſtiats were divided on this point; and> fil 
deſtd thüt thae anong Yiet! who belteved geh 


great mojority of them.. 07 Yle0s, 
1882 9 iin ; 
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_ I hall eonclude this article wich obſerving chat, 
without: attending to minute criticiſms, it is quite 


ſufncient for my: purpoſ, that theſs ancient unita- 


im chriſtiang, beten they held the miraculous 
conception or not, Whether they were Jews or Gen- 
tiles, or whether, Juſtia meant to repreſent them as 
ttrictly ſpeaking the majority of chfiſtians or ther 
wiſe, were not treated by him as beretics, 
From this circumſtance alone it may be concluded, 
that choy were very numerous; becauſe whenever 
unitarians an. bern very numerpus, and made 
a feſpectable figure amopg chriſtians, they y have | 
190 been 7 155 with great abhorrence, and 
haye been cut off Wand . OR, Vieh thoſe” * 
the orthodox ee ; 


With what rancour docs Friſebiys treat this elif 
of chriſtians, both 10 . e "and in his treatiſe 
zgainft Marcellus « of "Ancyra; 3 W en WE, know, from 
Athanafius and. ther. authorities, chat they were, 

at chat time very numerous (though wank oh the 
on claſſes of prople) and PROP? in all parts ol 

te colony FEY Vial 119. . iti 6:3 KW of . 
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thinking that 1 habe evid 2 . Fug 
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Which 1 dave g wen to this-ſubject/-1 ee 0 meter 
objectiom to the manner in wich 1 bare 
myſelf concerning it in my Hiſtory. If, however, 
there ſhould'be a demand (nl how eh WF 
Work, I Mall endeavour te Hake it as litt 
tionable us poffible, confiltent wick a ben ne 
opinion. F T1ULD 3 8 ten 5003 ni "QF viſt! 
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. have giyen. a good deal of attention to this ſub- 
je, 5 from . careful peruſal of 2 confiderable 
part o F Juſtin Martyr's wrilings,. 2 chink It very 
probable that he was either the firſt, or one” of the 
firſt, wha ady the doctrine of the per 

ot mh ee at 
this was the or but 1 wiſh that ſome other perſon 
| would give his, works a more careful peruſal "with 
that particular view. He Was ' probably \ V the oe 
of the authorities quoted by the anonymus writer 
referred to by Euſebius, as the Clem 8 mentioned 
along with him, was probably not x he 
„ bug Clemens, Alexandrinus, who was 
Wan Jultin 10 lartyr. Had there been 25 | 

5 5 Hegeſippus as a WER of the 4. 
vinity, of Chriſt, he would certainly have been mes 
fea] pe AY Juſtin Mos. ot any other 

not only becauſe, he was a earlier 
die. but chiefly be was one of the * 
 ehyiſfians, who are v cl known por by Rugs 
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As to-the-bymas ſed by chriſtians And faid: to 
have been from the beginning ( aragzue) by thoſe who 
were friends to the ſuppoſed doctrine of them, no in- 
ference can ſafely be drawn from them becaũſe divi- 
xity may be aſcribed to perſons i in very eee p 
and ſome of them very innocent ones; and 2 

their antiguity, it is very poſſibla, for any t 

that appears to the contrary, that they — have 
been thoſe very hymns which were rejected * 
le Ae on account of thein OD 


oF 15 
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Though the maxims of / hiſtorical — * 2 are 
things that are well underſtood by all perſons who 
attend to them (and indeed, as they are the ultimate 
principles of all reaſoning on theſe ſubjects, it would 
otherwiſe be in vain to appeal to them at all) ĩt may 
nat be unuſeful to enumerate them, and to illuſtrate 


of a Gmjlar, nature. have been done by, all 3 | 
ticians and - critics... By ;th8, 1 theſe ultimate 
propolitions are called 45 d, by che latter 


I 7 


| _ of criticiſm; and as I wiſh — reduce the ſpe- 


cies of criticiſm with which I and my opponents 
are now convetfint;. to the! greuteſt bertainty, 1 have 
followed their example. I have, however, made no 
general ſy ſtemꝭ but have only noted flick ricblars 
a | myſelf have had be caſion for; and evil the 1 
m far from pretend to ſiaus circuit i with pers 
kect ICCUragy 41 but I give it as a ſketch, toche . 
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amined at leiſure, and to eee ee 
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eee a ft. ſumman 
view of thoſe arguments, which I apprehcnd-eftablifh 
my principal poſition, viz. that the ch iſtian churth 
was originally unitarian; and tnerefore I have anneued 
to each of them the number of that article in de 
view to which they correſpond," that they 

may be compared together. I wish that D., 
Horſley, and other trinitarians, would in like man- 
ner reduce into axioms the principles on which they 
proceed, that they may be compared with mine; 
and perhaps we may by this means be aſſiſted in 
coming to a proper iſſue in this controverſy,” If 
my opponents will deviſe any other method that 
Mall to be better adapted to gain the fue 
deſirable end. » "at uy” dune e ir and 
conform to it. 05127 OF TUST ft S0 
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things, that evidence is to be prefefted, which i 
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A Dig eee 
Or did i int 1» 30 80 

Neither, i „ 
men with reſpoct ta what is reputable, da. chem nen 
0 their enemies with reſpect ta what is die 
table ; but the account given by. the one ma be 
* that of; the other. Summa Vm 
No. 40: 1 NS 2 91 2s) 8 | tl \f £61; 1 
igt FF +4 3: Accounts 
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Accounts ae oy a req 
mies only are 2 ee 5 5 the con! 
ſions of enemies, and 7585 

any body of men, caſt be © he writings 


her alete ye dee e 5 
4. 

+ yan foie who"with to ſpeak 
diſparagingly of any ſect to undervikic their! nhum- 
ders as well as every thing elfe relating to their 
and it js equally natural for thoſe who-wiſh to ſpeak; 
reſpectfully of any party, to reptefent the members 
of n they are. 
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" When perſons . themſelves into ſocieties 
as to be diſtinguiſhable from others, they never fail 
to get ſome particular name, either aſſumed by 
themſelves, or impoſed by others: This is ne- 
ceſſary in order to make them” the ſubjeR"of ch. 
verſation, long periphraſes in diſcourſe being — | 
amen nn derer No. 8 d — | 
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Wben perijcular oplainns @ap Abbe n n P | 
ticular claſs of men, without any diſtinRtian ofthe 
lime when thoſe opinions, were adopted by bem, "i 
dad be proud, ot they. ms en 10 

bald thoſe opipions from the time that they. fe. 
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| any period 0 time, 2 Perſon 


4 rlon 
e roved ine che, 


joe 3 ſs, may | be deemed to h 

EA and to have e njoyed all privileg s of i i, 

| whativer 9855 5 "mma View, ** 
Ae oh mi al ide) toten rm ei 4 

| When an hiſtorian, or voter of any kind, praſeſf 
edly enumerates the ſevetal ſpecies belonging 40.407 
— or: general body of mien, and 0mits any par- 

a Apecies, or denomination, which) if it had 

| belonged to. che genus, he, from his ſituatiog and 
— was not likely to have oyerlogked, 
it may be preſumed that he did not conſider that 

f N ſpecies as belonging to dhe genus.” | Sum- 
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vd Domus 401119 canary met 336 0 
5 10 opinion are not uſually, del 

| A faden, and never, by great bodies of men, Tat 
1 therefore, which repreſents ſuch changes 
ving been made gradually, and by ealy ſteps, i 
always the more probable on that account, Sum- 


mary View, No. 16. 7 
"7 8. 0) Dod 976 ceo irg A 


Te eopfitich or Undearned people, in any coin. 
try, ve do not ſpetulate much, retain Ingeſt 
- Gpitiions with Wich their Winds have been much 
prend; and werefpre we alwiys' ok for "the 


in ly coufitry, or My laß f me. 
among 
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among the camman People; and. hot, Umong e 


un Summarj Vie No. 1g f oa | 
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they are moſt likely to have introduced thee he 
held opinions ſimilar to them before they they joined 
that ſociety. Summary View Non." 1¹ 

> aa „ Dnargqnronays eee elne 
ooo Lonobron 90 an i t hhν,ſ 20 dittiqo 
If pape den e 
cite great indignation in all ages and nations, where 
a contrary opinion has been geuttally received, 
and that particular opinion can be proved to have 
exiſted in any age or country when it did not excite 
indignation, it may be concluded that it had many - 


artizans im that age or country? For the Opinich 
ok the ſame;' * books not of itſeſf be mort re- 


— and human nature being \rh&wfame} it 
could not but have been regarded in the ſame light, 
ſo long as the ame ſtreſs war laid: oi lo oppoſite 
eben. Summer View; Nolte 11% 1200 
dogs »h.10 acai Sd ni baſties - 

ift 13. 1809 bled oil Bots - 

Wben a aid is — aa vorylres 
markable and intereſting opimiot W not dl tj, 
by a certain claſs. of people, and anockbe um, 
in which the belief of it was "general; the fr 
duction of ſuch an opinion may alwaysbe en] 
by the effects which e it wilt: produoe pom the 6 
minds, and in che conduct of men q by the alarin 
which it will give to ſome, and the defawsofiit by 
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riod, it MS ths Cond eee 
it did not take-place within that period: Sum. 
mary VE No eh 306. e D ν¹ͤ Ur: 


aftvr H DDD vi yiedet hirn dee „ 
boi —— ran 5 181mm} ertaſt 0 id 
aby iparticvlat ppinien or practice, is M. 

cechiy or — accompanied by any other 
opinion or practice; if the latter be not found within 
any ꝓatticulan period, it may be ꝑireſumed that the 
Ffonmer did not eriſt within that period. Sum- 
aN Niem No- B. YO x 
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funde view of abe cuidence for, the primitin 
--1{briſtians 1 the docrine of the Ant 

1+ Sumanity of - Chriſt, 10789 Refi Dus „ 
. pe 41 vant D bobtgot aned oval 19h non Wes 
med —— by! early writers of dhe 
 orthodax i perſuaſion, chat e kinds of, I 
exiſted in the times of the apoſtles, viz, that of 
thoſe who held that Chriſt was ſimply a man; 
and; that; of the Gnoſtics ; of : whom ſome be- 
beved thac::Chriſt- was man only in -appearanch 
and others: that it was only Jeſus, and: Bot the 
ni (a pre · eniſtent ſpirit who deſcended from 
heaven and dwelt in him) that ſuffered on th 
croſa. No the apoſtle John animedverts with 
the greateſt ſeverity upon the -latter, bus makes 
do mention of the . 
\ 0 probable 
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Rr 
in the boch Gf Ads, or in any of the:epillies b Mt 
ve marks enow of other new views of things, 
eſpecially *6f the ciltidfnee/Eginitewty partake of 
the'privileges « pel 5: and . hear much ai 
the diſputes and the eager: contention-whith ait c 
cafioned. '' Burthowiniuch amore inuſt all thrir pre 
 judices have 'beenſhocked»by: the-itifurmationthe 
2 perſon whom they firſt toole to he u men n 
was not a Man but either God himſelſ or the 
of the world under God m I 12] 24 
558! (n 9bain 4543 3662 ee ne a) iD 
4. All the Jewiſh cheiſtians,1aftry che.deſtryfio 
\ of Jeruſaleds; whichiwas immediately otter; the 
of the-apoſtles; are ſaid to have been Rhionjtes f ant 
theſe wee: only of two. forty; ſomenof 
the-miraculous conception ot Our Savic and len 
believing that he was the ſom of Joſcplzas Nel » 


lieved either that he was God, or the maker ofthe 
wolld under God. And is it at -allf credible dat 
the body of the Jewiſh chriſtians, if they had 
— — pra teapot 
divinity, or pre- exiſtence of 

and ſo generally, if not uni verſal ly haveabaiidaued 


that faith e Maxim ö. o ud mmm en ee 
, A. 11 FAMA. N. 9 au om 0 . 
5 Had Chuiſt been conſideredees Soda ct abe 


of: Mary. None of them are ſaid t have de. 
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165 Aiteviaftueln wi i. 
vſe great caution net te offend ſthely firſ converts = 
with che Hoctvine vf Chriſt's dW], ne us ford 
bearing to lurge»that*tapic till iy were firſt well 
eſtabliſhed: in av1belief1of is bein then 
He adds, that the qe beiuig ũn an error;on this ſubs 
je, drew-thei Geariles:itito ix. OC s 
wich Athanaliusimthizzepeeſentationofrhic fllenet o ß 
the apoſtles im the Erſt preuching both with reſpect 
to the divinicy f krriſty und bis miraculous Gor 
ception. They both acpreſent then as leaving chef 
diſciples to learn the ducttine ufo Chriſts diyiateyg 
by way of zniferencelifrom? certain exprefors Pane 
they | do not puetemd oto produces any inſtantet in 
which they er ame un ] e 
citly, Maxim 134. | 
01 2891463 2487 1 1663 4 b wide. a 

— feſt Lheifiibetinniag tai 
aeg e ian Ebionite, e. 
merating the hereſtes of hi timeg mentibn KVA 
of the Gnoſtic lind hut not dhv of Ckriſt being 
mere man. He m οeẽ,r a erkvellingg 
n 6s ä 
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—— 
rom tho communion n6:tholg 
hd galledathoraſelets chr H bodox: ichriftiants rand 
= by" ſame; particular name z generally But 0 
leucderi: Bur ihe uniturhns Among the gentle 
were not expelled from the aſſemblies uf chtiſtia 
put Forſhipped along with tlicſe Sho! wers tale BY 
| Vitor, — — 
long time aften that Epi 5 
. 
pro About 2 — 
——— 
36 Jerom ſaya, en on account of their rigid ud 
berence ke W ile 


9- The Apoſtles creed/is that w wie — 10 | 
| all: erte heels before beptiſe, — | 
Wade to a from: time to times in orden to ckduld Bl 
thoſe who Wers depominatet! Hrneflens, dw; though ill - 
there are fee al artidles in that antucb hint allade 

0 tho. Cnoſties, and toinkneandente themy there 

- Tertelhan an une q BY 


lla Aluded in deviations do that then then any 
unitarian, at leaſt one (believing the miraculous 
conceprion, might have ſuhſttibed it. It May. 


3 A Nan Whit 

| IG OT 26663 54436 whit 5 

10. It is „dope by Huld nid iii 
that the ancient vunitariaris themſelves, conſtantly 
aſſerted that\their doctrine was the prevailing opi» 
nion of te ehriſtian church vor * ee 1 
Maxim 2; Sir 


ence of Chriſt; is ſo far from calling the contrary 
opinion a hereſy, that what he ſays on the ſubject is 
evidently' an apology for his own : and when he 
general, 'which he does with 


ſpeaks of heretics in (ger 
great indignation, as no chriſtians; and having no 


Gnoftics only. Maxim 12, 
12. Irenæus, who was OE and who 
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125 very little concerning the Ebionites. Thoſe Ebio- 
% dates he ſpeaks of as believing that Chriſt was 
rere the fon of Joſeph; and he makes no mention 
ue r oem i pu, 
ugh Maxim 12. 

"} KH Tertullan We 1. WL of the 
hat n Idiot, as uni- 
that L tarians 3 


Der i ü t b R % 


therefore; be voneluded, that | ſimple unitarianiſm 
was not lord herecial at he ene of the ſecond | 


11. vuld ann — the pre-pxiſt- 


tommunication with ' chriſtiatis; he mentions ue. 


wrote a large treatiſe on the dubje& of hereſy, ſays 


p - k * ; 
- 
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tarians; and it is among the common people that 
we always find the oldeſt opinions in any [coun 
try, and in any ſect, while the learned are moſt 
apt to innovate. It may thereſore be preſumed 
that, as the unitarian doctrine was held by the com- 
mon people in the time of Tertullian, it had been 
more general ſtill before that time, and probably 
univerſal in the apoſtolical age. Athanaſius alſo 
mentions it as a ſubject of complaint to the ortho- 
dox of his age that tbe mam, and eſpecially, per- 
ſons of low underſtandings, were inclined to the uni 


. tarian doctrine. ; Maxim 4 10. b I Ar 


14. The firſt who held and diſcuſſed the .doc- 
trine of the divinity of Chriſt, acknowledged that 
their opinions were exceedingly unpopular among 
the unlearned chriſtians z that theſe dreaded the 
doctrine of the trinity, thinking that it (infringed 
upon the doctrine of the ſupremacy. of God the 
Father; and the learned chriſtians make. frequent 
apologies to them, and to others, for their o or- 


nion. Maxim 10. 


15. The divinity of Chriſt was firſt advanced 
and urged by thoſe who had been heathen plulo- 
ſophers, and eſpecially thoſe who were admirer uf 
the doctrine of Plato, who held the opinion of 2 
ſecond God. Auſtin ſays, that he conſidered Chrilt 
as no other than a moſt excellent man, and had no 


ſuſpicion of the word of God being incarnate in 
him, or how © the catholic faith differed fromthe 
« error of Photinus” (the laſt of the proper units 


©. Da. +H On RS STLAE 4. 147 
| flans whoſe name, is come don to: s) tilh he read 


firmed. in the Catholic doctrine by teading the ſerip- 
tures. Conſtantine. in his oration. 0 the facherꝭ af 
the council of Nice, ſpeaks with commendativn of 
Plato, as having taught che doctrine of . a ſecond 
God, derived from. the ſupreme, God, and and ſubſer- 
vent to His EY Maxim 17. e 
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16. There. s ERS 2 graditdon'i i win pro- 

greſs of the dcn af the diyinity of. Chriſt, as 
he was firſt thoug lit to be, a Goa in ome qualified 
ſenſe of the old, A diffingy iguiſhed « emanation from 
the ſupreme mind; and ther Kathe Logos, or the wil- 
dom of God. oetſortibet; and this logos was firſt 
thought to be only, occaſionally detached from the 
Deity, and then drawn i into his eſſence 2 ain, before 
it was imagined that it had a A ptrmaneiit perſonality " 


1401 


diſtinct from chat of. the ſource from which it 
ſprung. And, it Was nor till 400, years after that 
time that this logos, or *Chitiſt, Was thought to be 
properly equal to the Father. * Whertas, on the other 
hand, it is now ptetended that the apoſtles taught 
the dodtrine of the dividity. of Chriſt, yet it cannot 
be denied that in the very times of the apoſtles, the 
Jewiſh church, and i | many. of the Geatiles alſo, held 
the opinion of bis bein Imete mah. Here the tran- 
ſition is quite ſudden, without any 1 8 0 at 
all, This muſt haturalfy- have given, the 

alarm, ſuch as is now. gy; to thoſe who are fra 
orthodox, by the | celent Soc 8 ; 555 yet nothing 
of this kind can . An it is 71 
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the books of Plato and that he was afterwards con- 


ines, urged on they webs" with the ee, 10 
their maſter, ſhould ineline to add to, rather Yi 
eee al aden 75 


eum 1 e h 420600 art 


a - * N * a F £ , = 7 8 
160 ob 8 8 1 ag 18 1 Den Ch * i 


KS on 14 article of the Monthly Review A 
September, 1783, in anſwer to my REPLY 10 > 
| er en ni. in that wort. 
A viiter in the Meontbly Might havi ri bl 
A anſwer to my Reply to his former-animad- 
verſions on my hiſtory, fil | be expected chat] take 
ſome notice of it. On its on account 1 certain 
ſhould not have thought. it beceſſary, any more 
than I thould with reſpett | to his former fe- 
marks. But being written in a ſpecious and im- 
poling manner, as the former were; and eſpecull = 
having the advantage of going without expence into 
the =, of almoſt all readers, I ſhall notice kn 
article of two in it, in which, he himſelf evidently 
thinks that he has the moſt advantage, and only give | 
ny opinion in general with Ne = | 


As to the temper with Which this 
been conducted, 1 appeal to our teaders, whether 
my Reply, was not candid and temperate; beyond | 
what his firſt remarks \ were entitled 104 and whether 
His anſwer be not extremly uncandid. and enſolent. 
1 do not pretend to be 4 Jeg in m own caſe. 
1 know, owever, that, whereas he ſuppoſes L uſed 
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i for the ſake of variety, eee. 


kc moaning humply. ou chat ariiciſes, | 
. q 441 tire u 551 5 Yiu. 
" Adi guorieg 4 dom Juſtia: Martyr, 1 


added, „ This language has all the appearance of 
5 an apdlogy for an opinion contrary to the general 
and preyailing ane 3 ag that of che humanity of 
«& Chriſt (at Jeaſt with the belief cf. the miraculous 
conception) probably was in his time.” This the 

Reviewer called a very. grhat i inconſiſtency. The 
Doctor. he ſays, has no right to inſert his af 
« leaft with the belief of a miracuiaus conception, The 
« inſertion is entirely arbitrary; and thoſe whe 
« know leſs of the author's character than we do, 
and may not have the ſame well grounded aſſur- 
e ance of his integrity, may ppſſibly he led to ima- 
&« vine, that he introduced thoſe words only to give 


ome colourable e er wn mw ak 


This I forupled not to.call 6 pu d- | 
verſe. miſrepreſentation of my meaning s Shat part 
of the ſentence in which mention is made of che 
mirarulous cauceptien being expreſſive of an gpinion 
af my own, and for which 4 make aayſalf only 
anſwerable. The: ſentence is therfare 


Reviewer maken 1 f n rf 20 1 to Pin BIO 


This, n e eee 
and, confident of his advantage in the argument, 
he even quotes the whole ſectian in my :Baply 
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66 We carefully"revifed' What we had ritten; and 
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relating to this ſubject 4 abd them ſays} 0 546 


« as carefully compared it with the paſſage in 
„Pr. Prieftley's ' Hiſtory-which occaſioged'the're- 
« fjection We make. The reviſal, inſtead of con, 
& vineing us chat we had miſconceived ↄr miſ. 
* repreſented | Dr. Prieſtley*s' meaning, fully con- 
66 vineed us that we had done neither; and we 
* no a ſecond time repeat What Dr. Prieſtley has 
* been pleaſed to caſt an almoſt unparallelled 
bs inſtance of ground leſs and peryerſe miſrepreſent- 
c ation.” "He reſts his'vindication on that part of 
the rot in which mention is made of the 
miraculous conception, being an' inference fromthe 
paſſage in Juſtin. vt. meg "WOE W 24 
© we found Ee with 1.“ 
i ao bre 
Now: Ballet as dnn m my "oY um . 
is #0 inference at all, but an independent obſervation 
of my own, in ſupport of my inference, or rather 
of part of it omy and if it be otherwiſe, Lproſeſ 
that 1 have ne Knowledge of language, and that 1 
am not able to expreſs my own meaning. IH uns 
derſtaud myſelf, the whole ſentence may be para» 
Phraſec as follows. © ee. What Juſtin here advandes 
Le appears to me to have ꝰthe air of at apulog for 
* an opinion of his o. different from that of the 
majority of chriſtians in is me. The opinion 
64 which he mentions as not his own is, that Chril 
F< was a mere man, and even the ſon of Joſeph as 
well as of Mary. Now I will not venture ta lay 
| {tlie this opinion ny ore: * 
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Dr 
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40 of Juſtia but if we add to thoſe. who held this 

« opinion, thoſe who believing Chriſt to be a mere 
« man, held that he had no human father, I think 
« it probable that thoſe two claſſes of chriſtians ta- 
© ken together were more numerous than thoſe 
« who, with Juſtin Martyr, held 1 e 
« Chriſt's pre- exiſtence . 


This, I will venture to fay, no IG can * 
was my real meaning; and though it is conciſely, 
it is not, I think, obſcurely expreſſed. With a per- 
ſon who can miſunderſtand ſo plain a ſentence, con- 
liſting of no more than two members; and per- 
ſiſt in his miſconſtruction, after its being particu- 
larly pointed out to him, and his proſeſſing to have 
given all due attention to it; and alſo with one who 
can think it natural (as he does, p. 228) that Ter- 
tullian, or any man, would repreſent his opponents 
as more numerous than they really were, in order to 
expreſs his contempt of them; it is abſolutely impoſ- 
ſible for me to hold any argument, We want com- 
mon language and common principles. It is, as 
the Reviewer ſays, to bring the queſtion to an iſſue 
at once. We have nothing more to ſay, and. our 
judges a decide between us. 


Ile cannot expreſs his confidence more ſtrongly 
than he has done; and to what I have already ſaid, 
I will now add, that I not only think he has miſre- 
preſented my meaning; but that, conſidering all the 
circumſtances, and eſpecially his perſiſting in it, as 
he now F dors, it will, not be eaſy to produce any mil- 
L 4 repre- 


3 
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repreſentation of 4 uriters meaning io g wände 


Wh 


and ſo perverſe as this, in any comroverſialt w 
And yet, though this eaſe is ſo clear, thin I 
fafely appeal to any been be anderen Might 
it is very poſſible that, inſtead of any Bifſhg of the 
rod, which he promiſed; or any other anſwer; fe 
will quote all that I have flew written, a- a 
1 accuſation a third time. | 


4 


| 1 ſhalt n6w eptifider or are h whith'the 
Reviewer lays great ftteſs, aud which is the firſt 
of his afiſwer to my Reply. It is Whtehe 
calls his frong renſon for forme triaterial, but ld. 
known difference between the Ebiotites add the 
Naxarenes; and it ſeettis that we both of us Have the 
ſame authority for our very different . on 
this abject. It is fotnewhat fitigular,” 

P. 216, © that the paſſage to which the bose 
4 ſemt us, by 4 farginal reference (for he has ot 
te quoted one word from it) ſhould tutn out to be 
te the very paſſage that we intended to produce if 
ve ſhould be calleti upon for that from fin 
e by which we were inclined to l . that the 
members of both ſects differed conſiderably h 
« articles of faith, notwwithſtanding there wits filth 
c a point of agreement between them in the,qut- 
„ e of ae ar niight n 
Kad to 2 nearer intercourſe,” Gee. 


T fhall now produce the paſſage, 1 5 
little earlier than the Reviewer has done, and 


give my tranflation of i it, which any perſon _—_ 


derſtan 


r XX AM. dro oo 


DO H OU 1 ETY, agg 
derſtands Latin may corhplre with is“ * $f hee 
verum eſt; in CHeHi¹⁰ Sr Fledionis btrreſim di. 

« labimur, qui credentes in Chriſto, propter hoc 
« {art 4 patribus anathetnatizatt ſunt, quod legis 


« &#rimonias ChARtt” Evangelio mifcuerußt, & fie 
« gova confeſſi ſunt, dt vetera ho amte rent. Quid 
« dicam de Hebidritis, qui Chriſffatios eſſe ſe ſimu- 
« jant? Uſque hodie per totas orientis fynagogas 
inter Judeos hereſis eſt, quæ dicitur mineorum, & 
ﬆ Phar iſæis nunc uſque damnatur, quos vulgo 
« Nazareos nuncupant, qui credunt in Chriſtum, 
* filium Pei, natum de virgine Maria, & eum di; 
& cunt eſſe, qui ſub Pontio Pilato paſſus eſt, & re- 
6e ſurrexit, in quem & nos credimus : ſed dum vo- 
« Junt & Judzi eſſe, & Chriſtiani, nec Judzi ſung 
e nec Chriſtiani'® This I tranflate as follows. 


I this be true, we fall into the hereſy of Che- 
e tintus and Ebion, who, believing in Chriſt, were 
&« anathematized by the fathers on this account only, 
« that they mixed the ceremonies of the law with 
** the goſpel of Chriſt, and held to the new [dif 
* penfation] in ſuch a manner, as not to loſe the old, 
“ What ſhall I ſay concerning the Ebionites, who 
t pretend that they are chriſtians ? It is to this very 
day, in all the ſynagogues of the Faſt, a hereſy 
* among the Jews, called that of the Minei, now 
* condemned by the Phariſees, and commonly 
called Nazarenes; who believe in Chriſt, che ſon 
* of God, born of the virgin Mary, and ſay that it 
* was he who ſuffered under Pontius Pilate, and 
* roſe again; in whom alſo we belieye, But while 

” © role 


4 


"4 LETT ERG TON 


6 they wiſh to. be both Jews and —— 
« are neither Jews nor chriſtiatts.”) N Nl 


| "Thx the Reviewer ſays, after Biſhop Bull, Jace 
cleareſt 12:/timony for a difference between the Ebionite 
and Nazarents, Teſtimonium apertiſimum. It is in- 
deed r a aimed Gf nh open to 
refutation. N 54 | 


Can any inſtance be brought of a writer cloſing 
his account of a thing with ſaying, What ſhall I ſa 
concerning it? After ſuch an expreſſion as this 
we naturally expect that he ſhould proceed to fay 
ſomething concerning it, which this author moſt 
evidently does; : obſerving, that the ſame people 
who were called Ehionites (by the Gentiles). were 
called Minei and Nazarenes, by the Jews. Had 
he meant to deſcribe any other claſs of people, be 
would naturally have begun his next ſentence with 
Ef et, or Eft alia hereſis, and not ſimply bereſis el. 
As to his ſpeaking of hereſy in the ſecond, fen- 
tence, and not heretics, as in the firſt, it is a molt 
rrifting, inaccuracy in language, the eaſieſt of, al 
others to fall into, and of no conſequence to tbe 
meaning at all, Beſides Jerom's accoynt of theſe 
two denominations of men is exactly the ſawe; 
the Ebionites being believers in Cbriſt, | bur mixing 


® The Reviewer tranſlates A Aal Hibionitty, Uu 
on I ſprak of the Ebionites, —+For, &. Let the reader 
judge between us; obſerving, that there is nothing in ie or 
gival to correſpond either to his but or his fe, and 1 
uſual SH r what, and . W | 
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the 1 and the goſpel; and the Nazarenes, wiſhing : 
to be both Jews and chriſtians, "which — | 


comes to the weep: fame thing. 


: 187914 7 


＋ he Reviewer lays great ad our mach 


ſaying that the Ebionites prezended to be chriſtians; 


but in the part which is omitted/ by him, Jerom 
calls them credentes in Chrifto, Believers in Cbriſ; and 
if they believed in Chriſt at all, they could not be- 
lieve much leſs than he himſelf. repreſents the Naza- 


renes to have done. He may ſay that they only pre- 
tended to be chriſtians, but were not, becauſe 


they had been excommunicated,” But what had 


they been excommunicated for? not for any pro- 


per imperfe&ion of their faith in Chriſt, in which 


they were inferior to the Nazarenes, but only 
(/olum) becauſe they mixed the ceremonies of the 
law with the goſpel of Chriſt z which, in other 
words, he aſſerts of the Nazarenes alſo, when is 
ſays they wiſhed to be both Fews and Chriftians. 


though he does not ſay that the Nazirenes 4 6 


excommunicated, he "ſays they were not chrifians 


which 1s an bg go of the ſame import. "ro 


* 
This paſſage, the frong i the e 1efimonium 


apertiſſimum of my opponent, I might have urged | 


as deciſive in favour of the identity of the Ebio- 


nites and Nazarenes; but I only ſaid, Sh alſo 
« think it may be clearly inferred From it, that 


* the Ebionites and Nazarenes were the ſame 

people.“ Reply, p. 4. As to the term Minei, 

it only means Searies in the Hebrew language. 
Had 
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improbable, as the reaſon was weak. 


156 1 * 1 1 NS TG: 
Had there been any foreigh rraſon why we-ſholy 


ſoppale that Jerom meant to. diſtinguiſh betwee 


the Ebionites and the Nazarenes, we might have 
heſitated about the interpretation of his meaning, 
eaſy as it is; but certainly there can be no cauſe 
of heſitation; when it is conſidered that in this 
he agrees not with Epiphanius only, but with 


the whole ſtrain of antiquity, as is allowed by 
Le Clerc, and ali che ableſt critics; and to inter. 


pret his meaning as. Dr. Bull and the Reviewer da, 


| h do ſet him ar variance with all ocher viren. 


The Reviewer far i in his note, p. 476, « Why 
e were- the Cerinthians omitted? Jerom place 


sc them with the Ebionites in the preceding len. 


0 tence: and if the Nazarenes and the Epianites 
were the ſame people, it may with equal clear. 
« neſs of evidence be inferred that they _ 


M0 lame people with the Coriathians Kkewie.'?!7 | 


1 anſwer, they were the ſame people, as far u 
Jerom then conſidered them, becauſe they were 
equally zealous for the law of Moſes. | 


I cannot help thinking that by this time * 1 
viewer is not diſpoſed to lay quite fo much ſtreſꝭ on 
this frong reaſon as he did at firſt; for before he tus 
done writing about it, he contents him with call- 
ing it a <onjeFure only. But the conjecture i a 


3 
Since I wrote the above, 1 find thite S 0 


7 beſaurns, under the article Aion, makes the on 
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uſe of this paſſage of Jerom that I have done, 


and conſiders the Naxatenes as a branch of the 
Ebionites ; and that the Reviewer hath been 
mifled in his conſtrut᷑tion of this paſſage by Dr. 
Bull, of whom he, as well as Dr. Horley, enter- 
tains a very high opinion. On the contrary, I think 
no writer has Ws more n anſwered 150 
he has been. Ix 851 in 90171 8504 9154-61 


wk ts PBs dls ny i ob 


Athanaſius, and which he calls, P. 232, ſomething 
very ſerious indeed, 1 have fully. conſidered in my 
Litters to Dr. Honfley : and as to his quotation 


from Barnabas, he will find that article well ex- 
plained by Mr. Lindſey in the Sequel to, bis Apology, 


p. 429. This is a work. from which, this writer 


might learn a great deal. 


As to every thing elſe in \ this 1 of the Re- 
viewer, I can truly ſay that, after peruſing it with 
care, [ ſee no reaſon to wiſh that I had ſaid any 
thing otherwiſe than I have done in my former Re- 
ply to him, except that I underſtood him too lite- 
rally in what I obſerved in my fifth ſection. As to 


all the reſt, I think it would be. trifling with my 


own time, and that of my renders 10 Gps app 
marks upon it. 


To ſhew that 1 46 tot fey this merely to get 
Hd of the buſineſs, I declare, that if any petſon; 


giving his name, ſhall. requeſt cy attention to 
any particular part of it, and n me 2 place 
in 
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In the Monthly Revirtw, I will-ſpeak to it as full 


and as explicitly as I can; and I do not think 
that I ſhould require much room to give a N 
ſatisfactory anſwer to any article in ĩt. I only wiſh 
for a public and impartial nearing; Fay ganas 0 


. 
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8 the mean the, as . writer bas e 


duced his greateſt objection againſt mY $21, his 


ſomething very ſerious indeed, p. 232, and his fron 
reaſon, p. 216, t hope he will not ſtop here, butpro- 
ceed to his fironger and his frongeft reaſon, or aty 
other new mode of alarming the public, and of pre- 
judicing their minds againſt my work, though it 
ſhould require two or three more additional Jhet!; 
of letter preſs for the Reviews which ſhall contain 
them. It will anſwer my wiſhes, in drawing 
more attention to the ſubject, and procure me 3 
better hearing in the end; and that W, a that 
with for in this argument. 


As this writer affects to be reſtrained from ſij- 
ing all that he could do by his reſpect for me, 


„ For this, among other purpoſes, ſuch a publication s the 
Theological Repofitory would be of excellent uſe. It was win 


_ great reluctance that I gave up that favourite ſcheme, but at that 


time the demand was not ſufficient to indemnify the publiſher. 
In ſuch a periodical publication as this, queſtions might be pro- 
poſed and anſwered, without putting ihe ptopoſer, or the anfwerer, 
to any expence: and all ſerious enquirers after truth would have 
an opportunity of having any important ſubject fairly diſcuſſed, 


without any perſon n —_— wu both jap and 


party. 


d R GN ANN 82) as 


kind; and in order to invite him to perfect free- 


peruſal of his laſt article, and of his reply to my 
learned and jodicious friend: and what is of mort 
conſequence, I perceive a {ill graater deficiency 
in that candour, and freedom from prejudice, wich- 
out which learning and ability onlyſerve 1 
a man, and enable Nam een 
mi 
do not complain — the. pan + (gr re 
view, or the writers in it, for their late change of man- 
ner, and their leaning to the ſide of orthodoxy. All 
men are at liberty to change their opinions and their 
conduct, as they ſee reaſon; They have thought pro- 
per, however, to make an apology for their conduct 
with reſpect to myſelf, pretending that they only act 
on the defenſive ; when the firſt part of the review 
of my work was written in the ſpirit, and manner of 
the moſt profeſſed polemic, without the appearance 
of a fair review. If it could be called a review, no- 


thing in any form could be more evidently . 
lated to diſcredit any work. 


* 


I will add, that Mr. Bewly, a conſiderable writer 
in the Monthly Review, lately dead, was exceed- 
ingly offended at the firſt article of the review of my 
work. Such conduct, he ſaid, was highly impro- 
per in a Review, and independent of any regard to 
me, or to the ſubject (in which he did not at all in- 

tereſt 


| eim he would lay aſide all ceremony of ih 


dom, I will add that the idea I firſt ſormed of 
his learning and ability, is much leſſened ſince the 
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det him(elf) he dald, chat Grotmithe ell her i 
LY he was determined to * 

| account of it. What would he have (hid! to'th 
| Neviem for September; im whleh even with an add! 
tional feet of letter-preſs, the anſwer. to my ſuul 
= pamphlet takes up more than one; third ef de 
|| whole; and eſpecially if he had foen it puffed of 
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1 

[| in an advertiſement, drawn up for the purpoſe, u 
[| - which no other article is ſpecified beſides this an 
= ſwer; and in which it is ſaid, - «© the Reviewer min 

_ « tains his former charges againſt the do&tor's work 
i « py rt te upper argurdents, an 
1 neee enen N 

| | {13 Ws LAU T0 5 © 19113 4th —— 

| | * O41 TIES Gt > 40924 18 JTWC 
1 | ; 2 edi 

i ö . 4 

| { 0 * 


1 2 
; * 
: 
| F Y 3 1 1 
: * 
| 1 , i 
= 3 1 
: 
* \ 
1 
: : 4 
= ! 
| * 
=; | 
£ | : : 
+ +} £ 
| £7 11 : 
| | | F „ — * a » +> 5 4 
. * 1 . ; | | 
a 1 " 
| i N LI" L 3 
a ö 1 C ' | g 
x | | | b 4 a 
1 "* ; f , " * 5 
| | p g „ mn 
g f . | 
53M ol ; 
7 
1 #.. 1 , 6.6. 
| Y in 44# : 
* 
* 
4 
* 


—— 2 — — _ = — 


— 


22 


r 


— 
m—_— 


—— — — — —E—-ĩ—y— —ͤ—¾—⅛⁊ 
" — g 
5 


1 
— 


— 
A 


— % 
—— 


; 
: 


REESE Sa aSRaear 


_—_— 
1 
%. 
«a5 *Y 


- g N » - 4 


« T7 2 7 ; 
7 * 0 J * : © % L - 

1 ® Ll * 

pa 5 ? = = * 4 _ 
* 1 „ f 4" ” g . } f \ 5 * « * — 

* I 5 * 0 
5 , 2 14 * 14 ” 4 & 1 L C1 © 3» 
. — — I 

o 4 * ” * p : 


T TAVING received letters from two of my 


LI learned friends relating to the ſubje& of 
this work, when it was nearly printed off, I take 
the liberty to give extracts from them in this 
place; being ſatisfied that my readers will be 
pleaſed to ſee them, and hoping that the writers 
will not be much offended at my making this 
uſe of them, without their conſent, for which 
it is too late to apply to them. Indeed, the for- 
mer letter was intended for my uſe; but the lat- 
ter, which is from the author of the Remarks in 
my vindication, was certainly not meant for the 
public eye, and was written immediately after 
the firſt reading of the review of his piece. But 
on this account it may be more depended - 
upon, as expreſſing his real feelings. | 


Dear Sir, November 5, 1783. 

I have juſt been reading Dr. Horſley's charge 
againſt you, to which I doubt not you will make 
a proper reply. As he ſeems to triumph in 
your having, as he ſuppoſes, miſtaken the ſenſe of 
ſome Greek quotations ; and as parallel paſſages 
are not always at hand, though common enough if 
we could wait for them till they occur; I take the 
liberty of ſendingyou one that have ſince met with 
in Demoſthenes, and another from Thucydides. 

In oppoſition to your interpretation of the 
beginning of John's goſpel, he ſays, the natural 
force of *)os is this perſon. Very true, if the 
"a noun 


„„ ED 1 HTS 
noun to which it belongs repreſent a pefſon;' 
but if the noun. be only the name of a thing, 
then the natural force of %. will be this thing, 
as appears from the following paſſage from 
Demoſthenes, 1ſt Olynthiac, Nw d gas gur 
Tis 4/8; „ r Oy evloual® + Ty w0agr. © Noy 
© comes another conjuncture; what conjuncture: 
That which voluntarily offers itſelf to the re- 
4 public from the Olynthians.” Fx ancis. 


The Doctor is much diſpleaſed with your tranſ 
lating xx ai not hin ba, To be ſure if it 
were clear from other arguments that the 36 
and vo in queſtion were 8 his tranſlation 
would be the true one. But that thoſe words 
cannot always be underſtood to mean #0 ob 
| perſon will be manifeſt from the following paſ- 
ſage of Thucydides, Lib iv. cap. cxxvi. p. 311. 

O emu Tivt xInoauwor Tyr Suvareay, u r haun 
xpe]uy. Qui nulla alia ratione principatum ſunt adepti 
your quod (hoſtes) præliando ſuperarent. 

As to the other paſſage from Theophilus, of 
which the Doctor takes notice in his 63d page, 
when you come to look at it again, you wil 
perceive that you did not exactly hit on the | 
meaning of the laſt line; and I think the Doctor 
was a little warped by his ſyſtem, when hie tranſ- 
lated God the word, ' tbe wiſdom, Man, I think 
it pretty plain from the preceding words, n * 
Y Tu Aye, © Ty; Topiag eve, that the words in quel- 
tion ſhould be tranſlated © that there might be 
<« God, his word, hit wiſdom, (and) man.“ But 
this I ſubmit to your better judgment. 

"M Extra 


rr x 163 


Buna from the ſecond Litter. 
Nov. 5, 1783. 

— — What fort of Hall are we to carry, 
ſince this neighbour of ours has © put us to ſhame?” 
You might have got through the buſineſs : but 
what am 7, a puny pedagogue, ,“ Iſte Grebulus“ 
who cannot conjugate a Greek verb, nor tell 
whether it be perfect or defective, what am 7 to 
do? It is a bad buſinefs fure enough; but it 
is not deſperate; and notwithſtanding the vio- 
lence of the attack, I do not feel even a 2 
wound.“ | 
c rather wondered that * lt ou, nor Mr. 
—— —- defired me to give my authorities for 
what I advanced in my remarks, , I had them 
ready ; but I choſe to keep them back. The 
adverſary has fallen fairly into the ambuſcade ; 
and there he lies, open, as far as I can judge at 
preſent, to uſe his own language, to a good 
many © after-claps.” I have had the Review 
but a few hours, and buſineſs has taken up ſome 
of thoſe few, ſo that I have not been able to 
pay much attention to it. However I have read 
it, and I have not perceived 1 in it any thing that 
is formidable.” 

« I think it a favourable circumſtance for my 
grammatical reputation, which this tremendous 
champion has taken ſo much pains to celebrate, 
that my original copy (in which-the unfortunate 
TI that obſcures and * baſtardizes my Greek 

1s not to be found) is ſtill in being; otherwiſe, I 
ſuppoſe, I ſhould hardly have been believed upon 
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my word, that I could have made out if 


future middle optative of cose,“ EVER? with 
the help of a grammar. What a wretched mn 
and what a tottering cauſe muſt that man 


who can deſcend to ſuch ſelf-degrading an 
culous trivialities. However, I have already 
that he is not guarded . a retort of ſimilal 
civilities.“ | | 1 1 


This excellent critic will, I hope, be p 
upon to give the public, at his leiſure- anal 
edition of his valuable Remarks, with ſuch 
ditions and obſervations relating to the ſubjech 
as may occur to him. They will be e 
by all good judges when che reply to them ty 
be forgotten. '- _—_ 

1 ſhall take this opportunity of ra wil 
the writer of theſe remarks is one of the tel 
whoſe friendſhip and approbation T place dhe 
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centive to my labours. The good” opinion 
theſe few I am under no apprehenſion oF. 
lofing ; and, though I hope I ſhould act hel 
which conſcience Werte without that auxili 


motive, it is a great conſolation to my and! 


much more than counterbalances the ce 
all my opponents. That friendſhip with el 
wiſe and the virtuous, which 1 have the happi⸗ 
neſs to poſſeſs in this world, will, I truſt bay 
ſumed, and conſtitute a principal part oy 
felicity of rogers * ara 
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Volumes will be found to contain ſuch original and truly va- 


ing of the Apofile Paul, as cannot fail to recommend them to 
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